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EU: Haensch’s Views on Topics for Maastricht 
Conference 


AU2602105296 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 24 Feb 96 p4 


(Report by “now”: “Haensch: “Mister CFSP" To Give 
European Foreign Policy a Face” ] 


(FBIS Translated Text} Brussels, 23 Feb — “The Eu- 
ropean Parliament will not present a list of Christmas 
wishes for the government conference. It will concen- 
trate on just a few, but important fields.” This expec- 
tation was voiced by European Parliament President 
Haensch (Social Democratic Party of Germany [SPD}) 
on Friday [23 February]. The European deputies will 
adopt their position for the government conference to re- 
examine the Maastricht Treaty, which will be officially 
opened in Torino at the end of March and will probably 
be concluded in 1997, at their plenary meeting in Stras- 
bourg in mid-March. On the basis of the current state 
of discussions in the responsible committees, Haensch 
cited as the Parliament's primary concern better legit- 
imization and transparency of the EU decisions, more 
effective foreign and security policy, as well as progress 
in interior and legal policy cooperation. This primarily 
involves combating crime across borders. 


Pointing to the EU's ability to act after the planned 
accession of Central and East European reform states as 
well as of Cyprus and Malta, the Parliament president 
called for adopting the principle of majority decisions 
in the European Council of Ministers for legislative 
purposes in general. In the future, too, exceptions are to 
be made for agreeing to amendments to the EU Treaty, 
for raising the ceiling of the EU budget (the EU's own 
funds), and tax regulations, as well as for decisions for 
which the EU Treaty does not envisage an independent, 
but only a general legal basis (Article 235). According 
to the proceedings for participating in decisionmaking, 
which are set down in the Maastricht Treaty in particular 
for single market legislation, the Parliament must be 
able to participate with equal rights in all issues in which 
the Council of Ministers decides with a majority 


Ensuring majorities in the Council of Ministers and in 
the European Parliament will give the EU decisionmak- 
ing processes “double legitimacy, Haensch said. The 
EU Parliament and the people's representations of the 
individual countries have to fulfill different tasks that 
complement each other. While Strasbourg should keep 
an eye on “routine European legislation,” the role of the 
national parliaments must be io decide on amendments 
to the EU Treaty, the EU's own funds, and the basic ori- 
entation of the community. haensch said that the “High 
Patliamentary Council,” which France has suggested to 
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ensure participation by the national parliaments, 1s a su- 
perfluous “contribution to more confusion. 


Together with strengthening the Common Foreign and 
Security Policy (CFSP) and better cooperation in inte- 
rior and legal policy, the Parliament president said that 
fulfilling Strasbourg’s wishes regarding instituuonal cx- 
pansion are the minimum of “whai must be fulfilled to 
make enlargement possible.” Otherwise, there is the a 
danger “that the enlargement will lead to a degenera- 
tion of the EU to a mere free trade zone.” Beyond the 
planned reforms, the Maastricht Treaty will need further 
supplements in the next few years so that enlargement 
can be politically supported 


The SPD polstician expressed confidence in the possi- 
bility of overcoming the resistance of great Britain and 
France against the participation of two Parliament rep- 
resentatives in the government conference. The experi- 
ences gathered during the preparatory work of the group 
of the “18 European Wise Men” (Reflection Group) with 
the French Socialist Guigou and Christian Democratic 
Union Deputy Brok speak for a participation by the Par- 
liament. He made it clear that the deputies should not 
participate in decisionmaking at the government confer- 
ence but should be heard there 


Haensch, who has always been a tactically thinking 
poliucian regardless of his dedication to integration pol- 
icy, is already taking precautions for the case that the re- 
sults of the government conference lag far behind Stras- 
bourg s expectations, which is more likely in view of 
the attitude of Great Britain and also other EU countries. 
He cannot agree to a policy that links deepening and en- 
largement of the EU, if this link cannot be eliminated 
again later on, the parliament president said. The ratifi- 
cation of the membership treaties with Central and East 
Europ: *n countries will — in contrast to the approval 
of the agreement reached at the government conference 
— will not fall into the fourth legislative period of the 
directly elected EU Parliament, which will be needed in 
mid-1 999. 


Haensch indicates liking for “Mister X," whom France 
wants to personify the CFSP. In European foreign pol- 
icy one needs not only improved decisionmaking proce- 
dures but also greater personnel continuity. Even though 
the best solution is to appoint an EU commissioner, who 
is comprehensively responsible for foreign policy, but 
since the CFSP will not be a matter of the entire EU in 
the foreseeable future, but will probably remain a mat- 
ter of bilateral Cooperation, he does not rule out that a 
“Mister CPSP,” who does not come from the Commis- 
sion, will be appointed. The French ideas are not undis- 
puted in the Commission, in the European Parliament, 
and also — despite support by State Minister Hoyer — 
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in the Federal Government. Critics suspect not least an 
effort by Paris to weaken the Commission and to un- 
dermine the EU's own powers by linking security and 
trade policy. 


Haensch emphatically called for observing the Maas- 
tricht Treaty’s stability criteria for the Economic and 
Monetary Union (EMU) and the related schedule. It is 
a positive thing that the EMU is now discussed compre- 
hensively. He was bitter about the turn that the discus- 
sion is taking not least in Germany. “It should go into 
the direction of dispelling fears and concerns and not 
strengthening them,” the SPD politician demanded. The 
discussion focuses too much on the risks instead of on 
the advantages of the EMU. 


The point is not only to save costs, to strengthen the 
companies’ competitiveness, and to give the export- 
oriented industry better sales opportunities. Pointing to 
Denmark, which has negotiated a “nonentrance clause 

for the EMU, Haensch said that the need to reduce 
debts exists regardless of the criteria. Furthermore, the 
interlacing of international economies all over the world 
does not leave the governments any other choice but to 
pursue a thrift policy. The date engaged for the launch 
of the EMU is a “sensible and realistic date.” Postponing 
the EMU would be seen as a failure by a large part of 
the public. “I do not believe that a new attempt would 
then be made in one or two years, Haensch said. 


Schengen: Spain-Belgium Dispute Described 
BR2302131796 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 
22 Feb % ply 


[Report by Walter Oppenheimer: “Belgian Government 
Refuses To Ask Justice for Extradition of ETA Mem- 
bers Again” ] 


([FBIS Translated Text] The Hague — Belgium is be- 
ing stubborn. Taking advantage of the extraordinary 
convening of the Schengen Executive Council yester- 
day in The Hague (Netherlands), the bilateral meeting 
between the Spanish and Belgian delegations served 
merely to highlight the enormous differences separat- 
ing the two sides. The Belgian authorities refused to 
grant Spain's renewed request to ask extradite two al- 
leged ETA (Basque Homeland and Liberty] members 
Spain managed to throw in two stumbling blocks in the 
report of the meeting of the seven countries which apply 
the Schengen Agreement. The text repeats the “firmest 
possible” condemnation of terrorism. 


The first stumbling block is a reference to the urgent 
revision of Article 60 of the treaty on extradi*ions, and 
second tresses the need to establish precautionary 
fucasures w..) respect to alleged terrorists 
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The Beigian interior minister, a Fleming by the name 
of Johan van de Lanotte, vefused outmgm to agree 
to Spain's proposal to have his government submit 
a mew request asking the Council of State to finally 
authorize the extradition to Spain of the alleged ETA 
collaborators, Luis Moreno Ramajo and Raquel Garcia 
Afranz. 


In a Statement to the press, Van de Lanotie was 
emphatic: “We cannot submit a second request to the 
Council of State. We cannot extradite them. We cannot 
put the two Basques under police surveillance as if 
itey were criminals.” In so doing, the interior minister 
curbed Spain's attempts to reach a bilateral agreeme-t 
that would make it possible to overcome the crisis 


A member of the Belgian minister's staff, who asked to 
remain anonymous, admitted however that it was legally 
possible to submit a second petition. “But that would he 
ndiculous, would it not,” he added 


Van de Lanotte went even further, stating that his 
country is not at fault for what is happening: The 
fault lies with Spain, France, and the United Kingdom. 
which in 1993 failed to agree to eliminate the concep 
of ‘political crime’ in Europe in cases of terrorism 


The state secretary for the EU, Emilio Fernandes 
Castano, and the state secretary for pustice, Maria Teresa 
Fernandez de la Vega, met with Johan van de Lanotte 
shortly before the general meeting began 


No progress at all was made. Both sides agreed to hold 
4 meeting of ‘cchnical experts next week, al which 
Spain will try to inform the Beigian authorities about 
the provisions in its legislation if they really want t 
cooperate in the area of antiterrorism 


Fernandez de la Vega stressed Spain's demand that 
the alleged ETA collaborators should be put under 
surveillance — a motion rejected by Van de Lanotic 
Spain also expressed its intention to suspend judicial 
cooperation with Belgium. In the opinion of the Belgian 
minister, “they put it in rather vague terms. One could 
Say that that is indeed what they said, but then again one 
could say that they did not say it,” he said sarcastically 


In the opinion of Fernandez de la Vega. the suspension 
of cooperation ‘can be effected within the framework of 
Schengen, because all international treaties include the 
possibility of being contested when one of the parties 
fails to comply with it; and Belgium has not complied 
with it 


Beyond the legal controversies, the important thing in 
the view of the state secretary is that Spain has already 
applied this measure in practice, when it supported 
the government's decision not to extradite two Belgian 
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citizens wanted by the Justice Ministry. It was acting in 
response to the decision by the Belgian Council of State 
(the administrative supreme court) to halt the delivery 
of the ETA members. 


Beigium’s Six Acts of Non-Compliance 


Spain made it very clear yesterday to its Schengen 
partners (Germany, Belgium, France, the Netherlands, 
Luxembourg, and Portugal which, like Spain, apply 
the treaty, plus Austria, Greece, and Italy, which have 
signed it but which do not apply it) that it does not 
intend to undermine the common ground that they have 
built up together, or close its borders, or draw a question 
mark over the independence of the judiciary. 

Those were the main principles set out in The Hague 
at the beginning of the meeting of the extraordinary 
Schengen Council meeting convened by Spain. The 
explanation calmed down some partners, fearful that 
the free movement of people could be reduced to 
five countries: Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, 
Luxembourg, and Portugal. 

The Spanish delegation, led by the state secretary for 
justice, Maria Teresa Fernandez de la Vega, and her 
colleague for EU affairs, Emilio Fernandez Castano, 
explained the conflict with Belgium at length to the six 
partners who apply the Schengen agreement and to the 
three which, after signing it, are seeking to implement 
it fully. 


In Spain's opinion, Belgium has failed to comply 
with Article 60 of the treaty, which provides for the 
extradition of terrorists. It allowed the two alleged ETA 
collaborators to enjoy “full liberty with total impunity 

It did not comply with the imprisonment order and the 
detention order issued by the Spanish judge. It did not 
execute the order to leave Belgian territory issued after 
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refusal of refugee status. It failed to apply Article 16 of 
the European Extradition Treaty on preventive detention 
and conditional release to prevent them from ficeing. 
It failed to put right, via a new extradition order, the 
procedural fault detected by the Belgian Council of State 
to provisionally halt extradition. 


This body, Belgium's highest legal-administrative au- 
thority, made the decision on § February despite the 
fact that the Belgian Justice Ministry had recommended 
that Rague! Garcia and Luis Moreno — both accused 
by the Spanish Justice Ministry of collaborating with the 
“Biscay Command Unit’ — be handed over wo Spain. 


Generic Statement 


In response to Spain's detailed argument, the Schengen 
Council gave a generic statement that avoided taking 
4 position on the dispute. It was limited to restating 
its condemnation of terrorism, stressing the need for 
greater cooperation, calling for an urgent technical 
study on the application of Article 60 (dealing with 
extradition) of the treaty (although the Nethcriands, 
currently serving Schengei* duty presidency, said 
that automatic extradi‘ion me «wisms would not be 
sought), asking the EU to speed up the work on 
improving extradition, and highlig*ting “the need for 
all member states to take all necessary measures, 
including precautionary measures, to safeguard the area 
of freedom and security that is Schengen 


This last point is the only one that implies an indi- 
rect attack on Belgium's positions and on Belgium's 
interior munister, who refuses to put Luis Moreno and 
Raguel Garcia under police surveillance until the Bel- 
gian Council of State makes its final decision — within 
five months — on their extradition to Spain 
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4 UNITED KINGDOM 


UK: Majer’s Speech to WEU Conference 


LD2302171396 (internet) FCO On-Line WWW Service 
in English 23 Feb 96 


[Speech by British Prime Minister John Major to the 
WEU Parliamentary Assembly in London on 23 Febru- 
ary 1996: “European Security at the Intergovernmental 
Conference and Beyond”) 


(FBIS Transcribed Text] It is rare for a British Prime 


equally rare for a Prime Minister — of any nationality 
— to welcome such a distinguished body of Parliamen- 
tarians to his country. So I am delighted to welcome the 
WEU Assembly to London today. 


The United Kingdom currently holds the Presidency of 
the Western European Union. But our associations with 
the WEU go back a long way. Britain was a founding 
member. London played host to the organisation for 
nearly forty years. And Britain helped to reactivate the 
WEU in the mid 1980s. 

The UK's commitment to the WEU reflects a deeper 
impulse too. It stems from our basic commitment 
to security and stability — in Europe, and beyond. 
No country can build its security alone. As Winston 
Churchill said at one very difficult moment in Anglo- 
American relations during the Second World War 
"There is only one thing worse than fighting with Allies, 
and that is fighting without them.’ 


By any measure, Britain more than pulls its weight. We 
have — like our Allies — restructured our armed forces 
following the end of the Cold War. We have done so in 
response to the fall of the Berlin Wall, the scrapping of 
the Warsaw Pact, the implementation of the CFE Treaty, 
the implosion of the former Soviet Union and the con- 
sequent reduction and reform in Russia's armed forces, 
and the building of new, co-operative arrangements be- 
tween states that were former adversaries. Throughout 
these changes we have continued to plan for an uncer- 
tain world, so that our new front-line matches up to the 
new challenges. Our emphasis has been on mobility, 
flexibility and rapid reaction. All attributes needed now 
more than ever. | suspect you will find that much the 
same thinking lies behind the important proposals for 
the reform of the French armed forces which President 
Chirac announced last night. 


Meanwhile, we have taken an axe to unnecessary 
overheads and bureaucracy, eliminating those tasks that 
did not need to be done, and ensuring that those essential 
tasks that remained could be done in the most efficient 
way. By 1998/99 this will be saving us over one 
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billion pounds (sterling) a year. Nonetheless, we remain 
one of the highest spenders on defence ia Europe, in 
both absolute and per capita terms. Whal is more, we 
have concentrated these resources where they matter 
— on the front line, at the teeth. Let me give you an 
illustration. We have for instance been able to acquire 
an entirely new capability — Tomahawk missiles for 
our submarines. At the same time, we have placed 
an increasing emphasis on ‘Joint’ activity, with the 
closest inter-acuon and co-operation between the three 
Services. They train as they will fight: together. 


There is a perception that reductions in the defence 
Sudget since the end of the Cold War must mean a 
reduction too m the capabilities of our armed forces. 
That is not true. Our armed forces have never been 
better equipped than they are today. To give you just one 
exainple, the Royal Navy's latest frigate, the Type 23, 
has a crew almost 30 per cent smaller than its equivalent 
in the 1970s. But its radar and other sensors, helicopter 
and mussiles all have ranges and capabilities several 
tumes their predecessors. In short, we have: 


— adapted our force structure to the new international 
security environment, and increased our operational 
efficiency by concentrating on mobility, flexibility and 
rapid reaction; 


— concentrated resources where they matter: on the 
front line, at the sharp end; 


— improved inter-service operability. 


Britain's armed forces have brought their qualities 
to bear repeatedly in support of peace and freedom 
around the world: repelling Argentine aggression in the 
Falklands; helping to restore sovereignty to Kuwait; 
keeping the peace in Cyprus and Mozambique; today 
working to secure a new peace in Bosnia. 


A snapshot taken last year would have shown Britain 
as the largest single contributor to United Nations 
peacekeeping operations around the world. 


Our contribution to the Implementation Force in Bosnia 
involves some 13,000 personnel — a much greater 
effort, in terms of population, GDP, or as a fraction of 
our armed forces, than any other nation has been able 
to make. To put that in perspective, more than 10 per 
cent of our land army is now serving in Bosnia. It is 
because we take our own responsibilities seriously that 
Britain cares so much about the future of the security 
institutions we belong to. 


So we are honoured to hold the Presidency of the WEU 
for the first half of this year. And I am glad that you 
have chosen to devote this meeting to the treatment 
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of defence issues at the Inter-Governmental Conference 


{IGC}. 


I have one simple objective for Britain's Presidency 
of the WEU and for the IGC — defence and security 
arrangements for Europe that work: 


— that are credible and practical; 
— that our citizens can rely on. 


The hard test is whether we can put in place arrange- 
ments capable of responding, not just to a desire for 
bureaucratic or institutional tidiness, but to the real se- 
curity challenges that we shall face in the years ahead. 
An American President once said that ‘the purpose of 
foreign policy is not to provide an outlet for our own 
sentiments of hope or indignztion, it is to shape real 
events in a real world.” 


The same is true in defence. Institutional blueprints may 
look pretty on paper but, as any soldier will tell you, 
they do not offer much protection when the shells stan 
flying. 


So what are the challenges? I see three key tasks. First, 
maintaining effective military forces. The end of the 
Cold War does not mean that we no longer need to 
be ready to defend ourselves and to keep the Atlantic 
community together. For Britain, collective defence 
through NATO remains the best way of doing both. 


Second, creating a Europe whole and free. That means 
extending to the East the stability and prosperity that we 
have for so long taken for granted in western Europe, 
whilst guarding against the appearance of new divisions. 


Third, promoting security elsewhere in the region and 
the world. History, culture and trade bind Europe to 
virtually all parts of the globe: from the Mediterranean 
to the Far East, from Africa to Latin America. 


These three key tasks are a formidable agenda. What are 
the instruments we need? First and foremost, NATO. 
NATO and the American presence in Europe remain 
the bedrock of our common security. We must keep 
the Alliance strong, both for collective defence and for 
new operations, such as [FOR [Implementation Force}, 
where we need US troops beside us on the ground. We 
draw new strength from France's decision to participate 
more fully in NATO, a decision which I welcome most 
warmly. 


The Alliance also has a major role to play in extending 
stability to the East. The Partnership for Peace launched 
in January 1994 is central to this. Military co-operation 
under Pf{P is beginning to reduce the misunderstandings 
that breed insecurity. 
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— ft is bringing former adversaries together in joint 
operations. 


— 14 out of the 27 PIP countries have contributed 
personnel to IFOR. As Javier Solana said in Munich 
this month, the operation covld be described as the most 
ambitious PfP exercise ever conceived. 


NATO has agreed that, for some countrics, participa- 
tion in PfP will lead ulumately to membership of the 
Alliance. That is a commitment. But while we ‘ove 
steadily towards decisions on the ‘who and when’ of 
enlargement, we should remember too that enlargement 
is not a panacea. Enlargement will not cover all coun- 
tines or meet all security needs. 


Every new country joining NATO means a huge new 
commitment on their part, and on the part of NATO 
It is a military alliance, not a debating society. It vill 
certainly not be a free lunch. 


So the process needs to be handled soberly and trans- 
parently, as one powerful tool among others for build- 
ing the larger and safer Europe that we seek. We need 
to reinforce Europe's contribution to the Atlantic Al- 
liance. Pore effective European participation can only 
strengthe NATO as a whole. We should consider IPFOR 
as a mode’ for the future. Almost two thirds of the Inm- 
plementation Force's troops are European 


But sometimes Europe can shoulder the burden more di- 
rectly, by mounting smaller-scale operations ourselves 
NATO Heads of Government paved the way for this as 
long ago as January 1994, when they agreed the Con- 
bined Joint Task Force concept. We need now to put in 
place machinery for the political control and planning 
of such operations. 


The WEU is uniquely well qualified to fill this role 
Its working links with NATO mean it can draw on 
the full range of European capabilities, as well as 
Alliance command structures. Its close relations with 
the EU allow us to co-ordinate the military, political 
and economic elements of any European response to a 
crisis. But its decisions on military action will be taken. 
as they must be, on the purely intergovernmental basis 
laid down in the Medified Brussels Treaty. 


The WEU has gained useful experience in its operations 
so far: from mine-sweeping in the Gulf, to sanctions 
enforcement around the former Yugoslavia. Bul more 
work is needed before it can take on more significant 
tasks. 


The British Presidency’s objective is for the WEU to 
become fully operationally capable as soon as possible 
At Petersberg in Germany in 1992, Ministers agreed that 
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the WEU should prepare to undertake peacekeeping. hu- 
manitarian and crisis management tasks. Our objective 
is that, by the end of the year, the WEU should be ready 
to perform a good number of these. 


During the British Presidency, | hope the WEU will 
also develop its own contribution to the extension of 
stability eastwards. We need to build a better dialogue 
with the WEU's Associate Partners in Central Europe. 
And we need to give substance to the WEU’s relations 
with Russia and Ukraine. 


Our security does not always come from the barre! of a 
gun. 

Alongside the WEU, the EU has its own formidabie 
armoury of political and economic instruments with 
which to build security and reunite our continent. The 
EU's Association Agreements with the countries of 
Central Europe, and its Partnership and Co-operation 
Agreements with countries further East, are an important 
force for security and prosperity. We must make the 
most of them: 


— I believe we should open negotiations for EU mem- 
bership with at least some of the Central European coun- 
tries as soon as possible after the Inter-Governmental 
Conference; 


— And we must keep the EU's trading rules open and 
non- protectionist, so that we give all the countries of 
this region the trading opportunities they need to build 
strong economies; 


— And we must work together to build a common 
agenda for security in Europe and beyond 


Europe must look South as well as East. We must build 
on last November's conference at Barcelona to promote 
stability across the Mediterranean. And we must look to 
our interests further aficld. 


The meeting between Heads of Government from Asia 
and the EU next week is an important first, and an 
excellent opportunity to increase co-operation between 
two of the world’s most dynamic regions 


So what does all this mean for defence and security 
issues at the IGC? Britain's approach will be practical 
We will start with reality, the real challenges, and work 
Out institutional conclusions from there. We will give 
priority to building security, not building institutions for 
their own sake. 


Stability and security in Europe does not depend on 
the European Union alone. What do we need’? We 
need arrangements that: — first, allow everyone to play 
their part, not only the 15 Members of the EU, but 
also the many European countries that do not belong 
to the Union. And, of course, the US and Canada. — 
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second, reflect the diversity of EU Member States and 
their defence policies. — third, respect the obligations 
of NATO members, including to Allies outside the 
EU. — fourth, respect the position of EU members 
that have chosen to remain outside collective defence 
arrangements 


Some have argued that the IGC should take the first 
steps towards an eventual merger of the EU and WEU 
by subordina’ing the WEU to political direction by the 
EU. But this would be to put institutional tidiness and 
the illusion of progress before Europe's real secur:ty 
needs. It is a recipe not for more action, but for less 


The European Union has an essential contribution to 
make to regional and global security in the non-military 
field. Britain will work hard at the IGC to improve the 
EU's ability to do so. But encumbering the Union with 
military responsifiliues would do nothing to enhance 
the unique contribution that the EU can make to greater 
regional security through the political and economnx 
instruments available to it, even assuming i were 
politically feasible to fold the Modified Brussels Treaty 
into the Union Treaty and to replace this Assembly with 
the European Parliament 


On the contrary. Giving the EU military responsibilities 
for which it is not equipped would smpede the task 
of extending stality and prosperity to the East, by 
xdding a new obstacle to Central European accession 
and unnecessarily provoking Russian fears. It would 
marginalise some NATO Allies. And it would confront 
some EL Member States with choices they are not ready 
to face. This is not the night way forward. Nor could we 
SUPpPort it 


In March last year, | put forward a series of proposals 
designed to make a practical contribution to European 
security: to respond to the challenges of the real world, 
today and into the foreseeable future. Decisions for the 
longer term can be taken in the longer term. Meanwhile, 
security will not wait. Today, our task is to deal with 
the challenges confronting us now. And the challenges 
now are to reinforce NATO, to develop the WEU as an 
organisation that allows Europeans to mount operations 
in close co-operation with our North Atlantic Allies 
in NATO: and to strengthen co-operation between the 
WEU and the EU 


That is my agenda for the Inter-Governmental Confer- 
ence, and it is an agenda which | warmly commend to 
the WEU Assembly today 
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UK: SF Wants All-Party Talks Date for Ceuse-Fire 


LD2402180096 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1743 GMT 24 Feb 96 


[By lan Graham) 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Sinn Fein (SF) leaders will 
urge the IRA to call a new ceasefire if they are first 
given a guaranteed date for the start of all-party tals, 
Martin McGuinness said ‘oday. 

But Ulster Secretary Sir Patrick Mayhew said the 
government was not in a position yet to name the day 
and the timescale would depend on elections. 


Mr McGuinness branded the election plan put forward 
by Mr Major as nothing more than a “time-wasting ex- 
ercise” which had nothing to do with the establishment 
of political mandates. 


It had more to do with the unionist parties and the 
British Government “attempting to predetermine the 
outcome of negotiations and attempting to detach 
Dublin from those negotiations”, he said. 

The Sinn Fein strategist said people were “screaming out 
for peace” and also for immediate peace negotiations. 
He pledged that if the government gave a date for talks, 


Sinn Fein would go to the terrorist chiefs and ask them 
to again lay down their arms. 


“If we have a guaranteed date for all-party negotiations, 
1 and others within the leadership of Sinn Fein are 
prepared to try again,” he told BBC Radio Ulster’s 
Inside Politics. 


He said he did not know if they would succeed, but 
if a date were set there was a “major onus” on the 
leadership of Sinn Fein to give a political analysis to 
the IRA “which recognises the need at this very grave 
‘me i our history for an imaginative initiative to be 
ken". 


Sir Patrick. speaking in Belfast, said: “If there were an 
election..ihen we would be able to see the timescale 
in which an election would lead to the formation of 
a peace forum, from which it may very well be that 
parties would have agreed that negotiating teams would 
be drawn from. 


"So it would be a very short time after that, as we sec 
things, that we could be into all-party negotiations. 


The secretary of state hinted that dialogue between 
government officials and the Sinn Fein leadership could 
shortly be resumed. 


There have been no face-to-face meetings since the IRA 
called off the ceasefire and bombed London 15 days ago 
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“We have always said that an official link will be kept 
open,” said Sir Patrick. “With the Irish Government, we 
have said that ministers wil! not meet with Sinn Fein 
until there is a resumption of the ceasefire.’ 


When pressed whether there was a meeting planned, he 
said: “There is no bar on such a mecting taking place. 
Whether one takes place will depend upon events upon 
the ground” 


That was a clear warning to Sinn Fein that talks could 
hinge on whether the IRA carried out more attacks. 


Security has again been stepped up across Northern 
Ireland - soldiers are back on the streets - amid fears 
that the IRA is planning to spread its terror campaign 
from London back to Ulster 


Sir Patrick spoke to reporters during what bore all the 
hallmarks of a public morale boosting exercise. 


He appeared among Saturday shoppers in Belfast and 
said he was there to tell people the British Government 
would not be deterred by terrorism from its determina- 
tion to carry the peace process forward 


“1 am here to listen to what people say and, | hope, I'm 
here to be seen as well. 


He later made other high profile appearances in high 
streets in a number other parts of the province 


Meanwhile, London and Dublin officials intensified 
efforts to reach an agreement which would allow an 
Anglio-Irish summit on the peace process to go ahead in 
the next week. 


Civil servants were expected to maintain near-constant 
contact throughout the weekend in an effort to force a 
summut breakthrough 


Purther telephone calls between John Major and his Irish 
coumterpart John Bruton were described as a ‘strong 


possibility 


The two prime ministers will be under fresh pressure 
tomorrow when tens of thousands are expected to attend 
rallies across Ireland, north and south, calling for peace 


Their message “Ceasefire now! Give us back our peace” 
is directed at the IRA. But it will be up to the politicians 
to work out a deal which would make the wish become 
a reality 


A row continues between Ulster Unionist leader David 
Trimble and Irish Deputy Prime Minister Dick Spring 
over when they will meet and whst they will discuss. 


Mr Spring, in a speech last night, accused Mr Trimble 
of putting “arbitrary obstacles” in the way of dialogue - 
a charge *cjected by the unionist leader 
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Mr Trimbiec said he found the comments “quite amaz- 
ing” because he had offered to meet cither before or 
on the sidelines of the expected Angio-irish summit to 
discuss matters relevant to the irish Republic 


He had drawn the line at discussing with Mr Spring 
anything that related to Northern Ireland's internal 


affairs. He thought Mr Spring had accepted this 


Mr Spring's office had telephoned last night to say he 
could not attend a meeting before or at a surmmut because 
of “time difficulties”, sad Mr Trimbie. 


“So I find it quite strange that he should launch this quite 
misicading attack lasi night in his own constituency 


He accused Mr Spring of reneging on agreements made 
with London before the end of the ceasefire which said 
that there had to be a commitment to peace before 
people moved into all-party talks 


"Mr Spring now wants to abandon that, because the IRA 
have demonstrated they are not committed to peaceful 
means,” said Mr Trimble. 


"In other words, he wishes to reward terrorism. That is 
a sure way of having more terrorism, and | think there 
needs to be clearer thinking in the government of the 
Irish Republic on this matter.’ 


Meanwhile, Billy Hutchinson of the fringe loyalis! 
Progressive Unionist Party called on Mr Trimble to take 
a leadership role, and talk to Sinn Fein 


He said Mr Trimble held the key to the future and if 
he were the leader people had been looking for ‘let hum 
prove it by going to Sinn Fein and by calling all-party 
talks”. 


UK: Hume, Trimble Discuss Peace Process 


MS2502090896 London BBC Television Network 
in English 0815 GMT 25 Feb 96 


[Imerviews with John Hume, leader Social Democratx 
Labour Party, in Manchester, and with David Trimble. 
leader Ulster Unionist Party, in Belfast, by David Prost, 
from the “Breakfast With Prost” program — live) 


(FBIS Transcribed Text} (Prost) i'm joined now by the 
leader of the SDLP [Social Democratic Labour Party) 
John Hume, who's in Manchester, good morning John 


[Hume] Good morning, David 


[Prost] And by the leader of the Ulster Unionists David 
Trimble, who is in our Belfast studio. Good morning, 
David. 

[Trimble] Good morning 


[Prost] Let me begin by asking you, John — | know 
you've been having a series of moctings in the last 48 
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hours with Gerry Adams — have you come away from 
those Mectings More Pessitmustic OF More OPtTTsty 


[Hume] Well, | would be very honeful, I heleve As 
we said im Our Stalement aficr our mecting we were 
talking to see what steps we could take to restore the 
peace process. Now I beleve very strongly that « can 
be restored and restored im a very sample fastoon, which 
is that the government would sect a date for al)-party 
talks whose objective would he a negotiated setiicment 
based on agreement among our divided peopic. Now 
that is what I'm saying and I'm saying with confidence 
commng from my ecxapenence 


[Frost] Coming with confidence that thal announcement 
might enable Gerry Adams and company to organize 
another IRA cease-fire’ 


[Hume] Well, | would be very hopeful that an announce 
mem by the government — hecause let's not forget the 
background to this peace process when my dialoguc 
with Gerry Adams began we stated two ofyectives. (> 
jective one, total cessabon of violence followed Py al! 
party dialogue whose oPective was agreement. | kept 
governments fully imformed throughout that dialoguc 
Al no stage was there any question at any sage of any 
secret deals, because secret deals don't solve protic 
What the second stage, which was all-party talks, after 
18 months they didn't take place. And in my view that 
if you read the statement the IRA isswed, that is the 
reason that they gave that the all-party negotiations the 
negotiated settlement wasn't taking place. In my view 
if a clear date, and this is not asking too much, it's not 
asking really anything of government to fix that date 
so that all party's will come to the table. The reason the 
governmem gave me privately for not fixing that date is 
that they say the Unionists will not come. And | really 
don't understand why, given the opportunity to get last 
ing stability in our socety for the first tome ever, every 
party wouldn't be willing to come to the tac and i! 
necessary take risks in Comung to the table 


(Frost) But what about the point about violence’ | mean 
is what you're saying dependent on the IRA cease-fire 
being renewed’ 


[Hume] Well, first of all I presume | am speaking for 
everybody in saying that I just don't want a cease-fire 
renewed, | want a total and absolute end to violence 
And of course the mood among the people of Ireland 

North and South — has never heen so powerful against 
that as today will demonstrate with the rallics al! over 
the country. And | have proposed that the people, | 
proposed directly to the Prime Minister, that he let the 
people speak so that the powerful voice of the people 
North and South can say very clearly im a referendum 
we want a total and absolute end to violence and we 
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want all party's to get round the table and settle our 
quarrel for ever. 


[Frost] But there can‘! be all-party talks Guring a pericd 
whea the IRA ae still committing violence, or can 
there? 


[Hume] No, well, | believe, | believe that if the date for 


committed to democratic and peaceful methods. | agree 
wih that. 


[Prost] And i terms of the way to that all-party date, 
the thoughts that seem to be coming out from senior 
Dublin and London and all that, sources close 
dot, and so on, would be that in fact you 
David Trimble, or the British Government's 
ali happen on the same day, the: mere might 
election in Northern Ireland combined with a 
in Northern and Southern Ireland or the state 


au 


i 


] Well, my party, myself and Seamus Mallon 
to both governments that if the purpose 
Trimble’s request for an election is what 
that there be a mandate for the new 
not to create a 9O-member assembly 
all sorts of other things, then we 
the fact that if on the same day of 
would be another ballot paper in 
which would be the names of all 


wad | 
g 
+ 


i 
| 
; 


ce 
‘ 

5 
s¢ 


t object 


and the voters would be asked to vote for 
what ever party they wanted to represent them at the 
talks process. And of course, based on the percentage 
of the votes then, party would send its delegation to 
the talks process. And that would be, as | say we would 
have no objection to that type of election. Our objection 
is of course to a very difference clection which is a 
election to elect a 9O-member salaried assembly, and 
we know from our experience that all that that would 
do would be to prolong the situation and prolonging the 
situatuon is far too risky given that we now have a major 


opportunity for lasting peace and stability 


[Prost] And so that if it's organized along the lines you 
just outlined, you would participate in that election 


[Hume)] Ob yes. We would like to see, as we have made 
Clear, a referendum allowing all the people to speak out 
and the two questions would be: Do you want a total 
cessation of violence, and the second: Do you want all- 
party talks. Then a separate ballot paper: Which party 
do you want to represent you at the all-party talks and 
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mark an X against the name of the party, with Norchers 
ireland as one Constituency. And let the people speak 
We think given what we beard from the prime muniwtcr 
about the purpose of the clection was a new mandaic 
in the new situation, then that’s the way to do un. To do 
it otherwise, of course, has very different meamngs and 
we ve been down that road before, and will not icad to 
agreemem at all, it'll lead to a shouting match, dchates, 
motions, what have you, in order to prolong # and of 
course the taxpayer paying for it all and given the cuts mm 
public spending in Northern Ircland at the minute and 
particularly im the hospital field, we think the moncy 
would be better spent downg that then wasting tt on Y- 
member assem hlies 


[Frost] Right. well, now at thal particular pom ict 
me turn to you, David Trimble. ht would seem there 
John Hume moving in your direction, reaching owt the 
hand there in terms of an election. He would have 
the referendum that he thinks could be constructive 
im showing how little support there is for vielen m 
Northern ireland. that a date be set for all-party talks 
but that men of peace go to those all-party talks not men 
of war. All of that would seem to me to he something 
that reaching out with a hand of friendship yourse!! you 
could accept 


[Trimbic] Well, let's start with the first pount, and the 
first pout must he to quote Jon in his interview, a total 
and absolute end to violence. That's what Jota said and 
that s what we want, that's we must have Not post a 
cease-fire because if there was a few cease-fire, what 
credibility would have’ The problem we had over the 
last 18 months was not as John Hume said, about people 
holding back talks, what was being held hack during the 
last 18 months was a total and absolute end to violence 
Al no poimt during those last 18 months did PRA/Sinn 
Fein commit themselves to a total and ateolute end 
to violence. They continued violence, they twisted and 
turned whenever asked to make a commitment. We want 
to see a genuine end to violence. That is an abeotute 
essential, it's a must. Nobody is poing to enter inte a 
process under the threat of renewed violence. We re 
not going to have a situation where if people don't do 
what Sinn Fern/IRA want in terms of procedures ot talks 
we get another Somb, whether in London, Belfast of 
whatever. We need a total and absolute end and | was 
just interested looking at the IRISH INDEPENDENT 
which you referred to now as available for the first time 
throughout the United Kingdom, that its editorial starts 
off by quoting the words of Senator Moynihan recently 
referring to the IRA and saying Have we been had | 
think the answer looking back over the last 18 months 
yes we were had by those who said there was peace 
where incre was no peace. And | think John nas to 





report may conmtasn copynghted material Copying acd dissermina‘sn] 
is protubited without permussion of the copynght owners 














10 UNITED KINGDOM 


consider seriously what he has been told by Mr. Adams 
over the last, his last meeting with him, and ask hirmecif 
has be been had too. 


[Frost] But at the same time though. a ict of comparisons 
ae mad sometimes with other peace processes, and 
the question you've got to ask yourself is should | not 
behave like President De Kierk in South Africa or Prime 
Minister Rabin in Israci. And if I ve decided to go for 
peace take the add risk to my reputation and they seither 
of them worned about decommussiomng weapons, not 
because they wouldn't like to but because they found i 


unproductive 


[Trimble] Well, let's take that last situation you men- 
toned, cf isracl. And remember that ‘Arafat before he 
was involved in any negotiations had to renownce ter- 
rorism. Aad when ‘Arafat renounced terrorism, ‘Arafat 
was included and Hamas which refused to renounce ter- 
rorism and was responsible for that atrocity this morn- 
ing. was excluded from the process. So that those who 
were involved or threatening violence were excluded 
And if you're taking that parallel then it's obviows in 
Our situation what we should be domg. Of course, we re 
prepared to take risks for peace, that is why over the last 
18 months we held back, we were prepared to allow the 
government to go down the road of the Downing Street 
Declaration and the principles contained in the Down- 
ing Sweet Declaration, to which we wil! still observe 
in this situation, that's why we're prepared to suppor 
the Mitchell report and we're prepared to adjust our po- 
sition of the timing of decommissioning in line “ith 
Mitchell. But what has happened’ The IRA refused to 
accept Mitchell, withdrew from the report of the Duhion 
Forum on Peace and Reconciliation because tt contanned 
the Mitchell principles. We've got to get 4 genuine com- 
mitment to peace and to peaceful methods. We're not 
going to get involved, and ne government | would sug. 
gest to you, it's not a question of Ulster Unionists alone, 
bul nO government is going to enter into a dialogue with 
people who reserve, in a democracy, the right to return 
to violence if they don't get their way. There's got to 
he a genuine Commitment to peace first before we look 
at the procedures 


{Frost} But all the weapons don't have to he decommis- 
sioned before scheduled talks 


[Trimble] We've got to get a commitment to peaceful 
methods. And the resumption of violence by the IRA 
Gots not make the situation casier. It's obvious « makes 
i more difficult. And we can't go ahead here on the 
basis of just a few words uttered, not uttered by the 
terrorists, bul uttered by go-betwoens. And I'm afraid 
Joba has reduced himself to the level of a go-Detween 
and he's uttering words and we have to say Joba, we 
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you sure you haven't been had by Gerry Adams again 
as you were over the last 18 months 


[Frost] John” 


[Hume] Well, | can answer that very clearly. When 
| started talking to Gerry Adams | was very heavily 
abused by a lot of people including David's party. | 
stated clearly what my obective was: 4 total cessation 
of violence. That led to... [pauses] there was 18 months 
without violence on our streets. and because of that 
there's three to four hundred, as | have said before, 
twee to four hundred people alive, and three to four 
thousand people who would have heen maimed of 
injured. | apologize to no one for domg that. As | 
have said repeatedly, 20,000 soidiers and 12,000 armed 
pohoemen and the toughest security laws in western 
Europe haven't stopped the violence on our strects 
Therefore, if you can save a single human life by direct 
dialogue and particularly if you're politically elected 
and have responsiteulity in the situavon of Northern 
Incland, | think us the duty of all of us. And, Dawid, | 
think that if you thought, and | put this to you, if you 
thought you could save a single human life by talking to 
somebody, would you not do nt’ And what | am saying 
to you mow is that let us all get around that table and if 
you think | am being had, let's see whether | am of not 
if the government fix a firm date for all-party talks and 
we all get to that table and everyhody thal goes to that 
table with a mandate must declare very clearly that they 
are totally and absolutely commitied to the democratx 
and peaceful process and that there's no question of any 
threats of any description and if any party at the table 
ever produced a threat, let's agree in advanced thal they 
will be expelled from the table immediately 


[Frost] Those terms must he acceptable to you, David’ 


[Trmve] Yes, | notice John said: Let's have for people 
gong to the table a total and absolute commament 
to peaceful methods. Yes, | quite agree with that, 
and that was in the Downing Sweet Declaration and 
John has repeated what he said before the Downing 
Sweet Declaration: That if the opportunity was given 
for people to move into talks and provided they had 
given the total and absolute commitment to peaceful 
means, well and good. That's what we supported in the 
Downing Stoet Declaration and that that declaration 
asked for a commitment to peaceful methads The 
probiem is that after the temporary cessation of violence 
by the TRA we never got thal commitment to peaceful 
means. Now im view of the breakdown of the coase- 
fire, i 18 Row Even More important that we do pet thai 
commitment to peaceful means and we have got to hear 
it directly from the organization itself and we've got to 
have it tm terms where it is credible 
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({tdume, interrupting) Well, David, this is very interest- 
ing and I think we're moving into common ground here, 
and I think the people on the streets today in particu- 
lar, when they will be coming out in their thousands for 
peace, are you agreeing with me now that if the gov- 
ernment gives a firm date for all-party talks and if all 
parties declare that they're p~.ng to those talks totally 
and absolutely committed wo democratic and peaceful 
methods and that there will be no question even of any 
threats of any description, are you telling me now that 
you would go to John Major tomorrow with me to ask 
him to do that? 


[Trimble] Now, John, let's define our terms because you 
talked about a date for talks and then you qualified it. 


[Hume] I didn’t qualify it. 


[Trimble] You did. Let me reminc you of your qualifi- 
cations. Your qualifications was if there was a total and 
absolute commitment to peaceful means. 


{Hume} What I am saying is I've said very clearly that 
I believe that peace can be restored if the government 
fix a firm date for all-party talks and that then those 
all-party talks we would say that all parties that go 
to them would go totally and absolutely co nmitted to 
democratic peaceful methods. 


[Trimble] Let’s look at that in detail. Are you then 
saying that there has to be cease-fire, a commitment 
to totally peaceful means and then talks? 


{Hume} No, I'm saying... 
[Frost interrupting] Yes, you are aren't you? 
[Hume] ...I'm saying that but I'm also saying ... 


(Trimble, interrupting] Let's nail that down. We're talk- 
ing about a cease-fire, then a commitment to peace- 
ful means, then talks because that is the pattern in the 
Downing Street Declaration which the IRA/Sinn Fein 
did not comply with. 


{Hume} I'm saying something else, David. I'm saying 
that the first step on the road would be a declaration 
from the government of a date for all-party talks. 
That's what I'm saying because my opinion from my 


[Frost, interrupting] Let me just make this clear though, 
because, David, what John says is quite clear that there's 
an announcement of all-party talks. The condition for 
those all-party talks are the conditions about peace and 
so on that you're asking for. What John seems to me 
to be saying is you've got to announce all-party talks 
first and then get the commitments from people that it's 
peaceful; not the other way round. 
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[Trimble] Let's just look at that because then you're 
doing something very similar to what happened in the 
joint communique at the end of November that you 
set a target date and then say that this date will be 
achieved if things happen first; namely, the cease-fire 
and the commitment to peaceful means. You see we've 
got to be precise about this to make sure that there is no 
misunderstanding that there will before the taiks actually 
begin, have to be a genuine ending of violence and a 
commitment to peaceful means for the future. Those are 
necessary for the talks to actually begin. You can set a 
date but the date is only a target until those conditions 
are met. If that is the basis on which we're proceeding, 
then it might be possible for us to agree. But what is 
not possible, now I think we've got to spell this out for 
people, is to have 4 commitment to a date which has to 
be observed irrespective of whether there's peace or a 
commitment to peaceful means. 


[Frost] A last word from you, John. 


[Hume] A very important point, the purpose, the point 
I'm making is that given thai the reason for the ending 
of the cease-fire was that the taiking didn’t take place, 
that the purpose in setting the date is to lead to a total 
cessation of violence and a declaration by the IRA that 
they have stopped and then all-party talks. 


[Frost] That's what David Trimble wants and you're 
saying that if you didn’t get that, then the all-party ta!«s 
would probably be called off again. Well, we thank you 
both for joining us this morning. 


UK: Unionist MP Criticizes Sinn Fein, Government 
Meeting 


MS2602094096 London BBC Television Network 
in English 0700 GMT 26 Feb 96 


[Interview with Ken Maginnis, security spokesman for 
the Ulster Unionist Party, in Belfast, by correspondent 
Juliet M: cis, in London; from the “Breakfast News” 
broadcast — live] 


[FBIS Transcribed Excerpt] [passage omitted] [Morris] 
Mr. Maginnis, let's move on now. Sinn Fein is to meet 
government officials today, do you support that? 


[Maginnis] Well, of course, as you know, there is no 
difference between Sinn Fein and the IRA. They are 
both totally answerable to the IRA’s army council. And 
it doesn’t matter who you're talking about in terms 
of leading Sinn Feir personalities. But in the case of 
McGuinnes and Kelly, they just can’t go on removing 
their IRA cap for a few minutes in order to put on a 
Sinn Fein cap and go up and pretend they're respectable 
politicians. These are IRA men. These men have in 
turn been chief of staff of the IRA, and it's absolutely 
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ridiculous that somehow we seem afraid to say what 
is happening. I think it’s an obscenity quite honestly, 
and an insult to those who have died in the cause of 
freedom, that these talks should be taking place. Even 
at civil service level. 

[Morris] It seems though, Mr. Maginnis, that the ma- 
jority of people, particularly those people on the streets, 
want all-party talks to go ahead and the only way that 
that can happen is by these sorts of talks that are taking 
place right now. Wouldn't you accept that? 


{Maginnis} No, I wouldn't accept that, and | had a 
letter from a church person who said to me that it is 
your Christian duty to compromise, and | contacted the 
person and I said: Now what do you mean. Do you want 
me to compremise with the evil of Sinn Fein/IRA, the 
evil of those who put the bomb at Canary Wharf? And 
the person threw up his hands in horror and said: No. 
that’s not what I mean; I just mean you've got to talk 
to people — not the men of violence. Now we're doing 
that. There is a high level of communication amongst 
constitutional politicians. And I think that rather than 
constantly asking what the government is going to do, 
and what Ulster Unionists are going to do, we should 
now he looking and saying: What is Irish nationalism, 
in the constitutional sense, going to do, because every 
Irish nationalist party sat in the Dublin Forum for over 
a year with Sinn Fein and tried to rehabilitate them and 
draw them into a democratic process. Sinn Fein rejected 
the report of that forum. It’s now up to Irish nationalist 
parties to do something about that. 


{Morris} Mr. Maginnis, we've run out of time. Thank 
you very much for talking to us. 


UK: Sinn Fein’s McGuinness Interviewed on 
Elections 


LD2602101696 Dublin RTE Radio One Network 
in English 0745 GMT 26 Feb 96 


(FBIS Transcribed Text] A Sinn Fein delegation led 
by [deputy leader] Martin McGuinness is to have talks 
with British Government officials at Stormont [seat of 
former provincial government in Beifast) later today, 
the first such meeting since the collapse of the cease- 
fire. The British have been playing down the meeting, 
stressing there will be no negotiations as such. Sinn Fein 
requested that meeting, so what will their message for 
tne British be? Martin McGuinness is on the line. Good 
morning, Mr. McGuinness. 


[McGuinness] Good morning. 
[Announcer] What will you be saying? 


[McGuinness] We'll be saying in short to the British 
Government that what is required now is a specific and 
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guaranteed date for all-party peace negotiations without 
preconditions to begin. 


[Announcer] How soon? 


[McGuinness] Well, as soon as possible. | think clearly 
the message coming out of the weekend's events, the 
fact that so many people marched in the streets for 
peace, these people also are demanding, | think, that 
political leaders live up to their responsibility and sit 
down now at the negotiating table to work oul a way 
forward. 


[Announcer] Now, if they set a date but they then say: 
We will have this in...whatever, six weeks, cight weeks, 
three months’ time, but we must have elections first. Are 
you saying no to that? 


{McGuinness} Well, I think that today provides, particu- 
larly with the background of the Scott report in England, 
a golden opportunity for the Ulster Unionists to have the 
election that they are demanding. What they should do, 
if they have any credibility at all, is vote against the 
Tory party, bring down the Conservative government 
and then they can have the general election which they 
are demanding and which we can all be part of. 


[Announcer] But the question was: If they set a date, 
within whatever timespan, but say we must have some 
kind of an election first, will you agree? 


[McGuinness] Well, let's have a general election. Of 
course, if we are seeing the British... 


[Announcer, interrupting] No, we're talking about elec- 
tions in the North here, to some peace convention. 


[McGuinness] Yes, and I'm coming to that now. If 
we're talking about the British Government and Union- 
ist demand for an elected body at Stormont, then we 
have all sorts of problems and difficulties, because cer- 
tainly all of us who have been through the experience 
of the last 18 months recognize that what we're secing 
here is a very determined attempt by the British Gov- 
ernment and by the Unionists to bring us back to sonie 
sort of a Stormont forum, then that's unacceptable to 
I think the broad mass of the nationalist community in 
the North. 


[Announcer] But if it's a peace convention, and parties 
are “lected instead of individuals, Mr. Hume seems to 
be moving in that direction. He represents the greatest 
number, or greater number of nationa’ sts in the North, 
would it not then have to be acceptaole to you, too? 


[McGuinness] Well, I think John Hume has made his 
position on an elected body abundantly clear in the 
course of the recent while. [sentence as heard] He be- 
lieves, as we believe, that it's a time- wasting exercise, 
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which has little to do with establishing electoral man- 
dates, but which has more to do with the Unionists and 
the British Government predetermining the outcome of 
negotiations, and most important of all, to detach Dublin 


[Announcer] But if they set a date for all-party talks and 
say that we will have an election to a peace convention 
to which people will be elected on the list basis, on the 
party name basis, it would look as if Mr. Hume would 
be tilting in that direction. What's your feeling? 
{McGuinness} Sinn Fein's position is that we believe 
an election at this time, before negotiations, is a time- 
wasting exercise. What we... 

[Announcer, interrupting] Is there not a compromise to 
be made here Mr. McGuinness? 


[McGuinness] Well, I mean, you look at the attitude 
of the Unionists in the course of the recent while. 
They have made it abundantly clear that in any elected 
body it could be anything up to two years before 
negotiations involving Sinn Fein could begin, and that 
is unacceptable to us. 

[Announcer] Are you saying 4 month, six weeks? Bob 


McCartney [not further identified) says perhaps only 
three weeks. 


{[McGuinness}] What we are saying is that at this 
particular time we need a specific and guaranteed date 
for all-party peace negotiations without preconditions 
to begin. If we get into the business of the election, 
then I think that John Hume and many others within 
the nationalist parties clearly recognize and understand 
that there is a recipe for disaster in all of that because of 
the very intransigent attitude that the Unionists and the 
British Government have adopted. There are all sorts of 
traps, pitfalls, and further obstacles down that road. 


[Announcer] Like what? 


([McGuinness] Weii, for example, I think that clearly 
the British Government refused to accept the Mitchell 
report, they threw it into the bin. The twin-track 
approach is now lost. The framework document is 
never mentioned and the Downing Street declaration is 
mentioned only occasionally. I think quite clearly if we 
go into such a body the Unionists and the British will 
revisit the decommissioning issue upon us, and I think 
that would be a recipe for disaster. 


[Announcer] Well, has Sinn Fein categorically and 
unconditionally accepted the Mitchell principles? 
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(McGuinness} Our position is that we believe that all 
of this is very much superfluous at this stage because 
the British Government has, in its entirety, rejected the 
report. If the British Government had accepted... 


{Announcer, interrupting] But you can hardly accuse 
them of binning it when you yourself have not uncon- 
ditionally accepted those six principles. 


[McGuinness] We haven't rejected anything and the 
leader of our party, Gerry Adams, made our position 
quite clear, that we were prepared to come to all of this 
in a very positive and constructive fashion. And we're 
still prepared to do that but what... 


[Announcer, interrupting) But why haven't you accepted 
them as of now? 


[McGuinness] Because the British Government has 
rejected the Mitchell report in its entirety, and it would 
be an absurdity for Sinn Fein at this stage of discussions, 
dialogue, or negotiations to fall into that trap. 


[Announcer] But these are plain...[Announcer pauses) 
That's a tactical move then, is what you're making here 
because they are plain democratic principles, and if you 
were to accept them then you could accuse the British 
of having binned it or done away with it. But in this 


case, perhaps not. 


[McGuinness] You have to remember, Richard, we 
didn’t set up the twin-track approach. We had all sorts 
of reservations about the twin-track approach... 


[Announcer, interrupting] But you spoke to Senator 
Mitchell, and then when he produced principles you 
haven't accepted them. 


[McGuinness] But we haven't rejected them. I think 
that’s... 


[Announcer, interrupting] This is a bit like condemn or 
condone... 


(McGuinness, interrupting] Indeed it is not. It is all to 
do with negotiations and Sinn Fein have got a clear 
responsibility to negotiate on behalf of the people who 
give us their vote at elections, and we're not prepared 
to run ourselves into a situation where the British 
Government commissions an international report, which 
they then reject. 


{Announcer] Martin McGuinness, thank you very much 
indeed. 
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Ireland: Portugal’s Gama, Bruton Discuss EU 
Reform 


BR2302151996 Lisbon DIARIO DE NOTICIAS 
in Portuguese 22 Feb 96 p 3 


[Unattributed report: "Gama Debatec EU Reform in 
Dublin”) 

(FBIS Translated Text] Portuguese Foreign Minister 
Jaime Gama yesterday went to Ireland for an official 
24-hour visit in the framework of a series of meetings 
with Portugal's EU partners to discuss the upcoming 
Jaime Gama’s agenda for his meetings with Prime 
Minister John Bruton, Foreign Minister Dick Spring, 
and Parliament Speaker Sean Treacy include European 
and bilateral issues, and in particular the situation in 
East Timor. There is a well-known strong and well- 
organized public support for the Timor issue in Ireland. 


The Irish prime minister, who will be the next leader 
to assume the EU presidency in July, ensured Gama of 
his government's support for East Timor. John Bruton 
said: “The Portuguese foreign minister and I discussed 
the situation in East Timor at my request and taking into 
account Irish public opinion.” 

He said at the end of his hour-long meeting with Jaime 
Gama: “We share Portugal's problems with regard to 
this issue.” 

A spokesman for the foreign ministry told the LUSA 
news agency that where the EU is concerned, Lisbon 
was trying “to establish first-hand how its European 
partners stand with regard to the start of the Intergov- 
ernmental Conference [IGC], especially those that share 
the same problems.” 

The European issues discussed in Ireland included 
Economic and Monetary Union and the priorities of the 
forthcoming irish EU presidency which begins in July, 
and especially the position of Ireland, a neutral country, 
with regard to a common defense policy. 


Talks also touched on the Northern Ireland peace 
process, an assessment of the situation in North Africa, 
Porcugal’s application to sit on the UN Security Council 
for the period 1998-99, East Timor, and Dublin's 
participation in Expo °98 which has not yet been 
officially confirmed. 
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Ireland: Ahern Calls For Immediate IRA 
Cease-Fire 


MS2602130296 Belfast THE IRISH NEWS in English 
26 Feb 96 


[Report by Mary Carolan: “Ahern in cali for immediate 
IRA cease-fire”; received via Internet} 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Dublin — The Republic's 
opposition leader Bertie Ahern appeales at the weekend 
to the IRA to immediately restore its cease-fire. 


Mr Ahera said the decision to end the cease-fire was “a 
serious breach of faith with the Irish government, past 
and present”. “The cease-fires have to be restored for 
good on the basis of the six Mitchell principles.” 


The Fianna Fail leader told his party's youth conference 
at Bundoran in Co Donegal on Saturday that any 
renewed attempts to “run a political and military strategy 
in tandem would only tend to destroy the direct political 
influence of Sinn Fein within a broader consensus.” 


Mr Ahern condemned the IRA bombing of Canary 
Wharf and the London bus bomb. 


He said: “There is a vital need for intelligent and 
courageous republican leadership on both sides of the 
border of the type that helped to bring about the ceasc- 
fire in the first place.” 


And he told the IRA: “A stop-start paramilitary cam- 
paign cannot be resorted to every time there is x diffi- 
culty in the way.” 


Mr Ahern said his party supported the idea of an all- 
Ireland referendum on violence put forward by SDLP 
{Social Democratic Labor Party] leader John Hume. 


He also aitacked the British government for its handling 
of the cease-fire. 


"Solemn promises by the British prime minister of Sinn 
Fein admission to all-party talks if violence ceased for 
good simply were not kept. 


"It is legitimate, even in the present situation, to ask the 
British government to go back to and honour its origi- 
nal promises and commitments which underpinned the 
peace, instead of some of the foolish decisions they an- 
nounced made more recently, which were unfortunately 
the catalyst for a breakdown in the peace process. 


"We will work for all-party negotiations which all 
parties fully committed to peace and democracy should 
be eligible to join. 


"The role of the United States, through Senator Mitchell 
and President Clinton may well continue to be vital in 
bringing that about.” 
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Germany: Ministry Rejects U.S. Criticism on 
Bosnia 


AU2502170096 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 
in German 24 Feb 9 p6 


[Report by “Ub”: “Senior Diplomat: Europe Is Not 
Failing in Bosnia") 


[FBIS Translated Text) Bonn . — The Foreign Ministry 
has rejected criticism that comes mainly from the United 
States and which claims that the Europeans are failing 
in the civilian implementation of the Dayton agreements 
on Bosnia-Herzegovina. A senior diplomat said that he 
is sick and tired of hearing thet, as far as military matters 
are concerned, everything is running smoothly thanks 
to the United States, but that political successes have 
so far not been achieved, for which the Europeans are 
responsible. In Germany, too, “nonsense is being talked 
to a0 increasing extent” regarding the developments in 
the former Yugoslavia. Two months after the conclusion 
of the Dayton agreement, things are not so bad. “The 
wheels are still grinding occasionally, but the vehicle is 


The question thai has been raised in the United States 
and at the Bundestag Foreign Affairs Committee as to 
why so little success has been achieved in the civil- 
ian sector has been formulated in the wrong way, in 
the Foreign Ministry's view. In particular, the ministry 
defends the high representative Carl Bildt and his Ger- 
man depuiy Michael Steiner. Bildt represents both the 
United States and the Europeans in the implementation 
of the Dayton agreement, it was pointed out. It must 
also be stressed that the Americans and the Europeans 
are jointly responsible for the military and the civilian 
implementation of the agreement. As ar as efforts for 
a peaceful coexistence in Bosnia is concerned, the Eu- 
ropeans, particularly the Germans, need not hide their 
light under a bushel. 


A clear mandate exists for the military realization of 
the Dayton agreement. Thanks to U.S. pressure, success 
has been achieved. However, it must not be forgotten 
that more European than U.S. soldiers are currently in 
the region. In the civilian sphere, things are completely 
different. There it is important to help the parties to the 
conflict rebuild structures that make possible a peaceful 
development. Against the backdrop of massive hatred, 
this is extraordinarily difficult. Moreover, contrary to 
the Europeans, the United States has not made its 
financial contribution to these tasks. Also, it is simply 
wrong to hold Biidt responsible for the lack of progress 
concerning ihe rebuilding progra’.. Such a mandate 
does not even exist under the Dayton agreement. 


GERMANY 1S 


According to the Foreign Ministry, the exodus of Serbs 
from Sarajevo is not a “big disaster.” Partly, it is being 
forced by the rulers in Pale, and partly it is the result of 
a power struggle in the Serbian camp. Belgrade is trying 
to work against this development. Moreover, most Serbs 
are not leaving their own homes but apartments that 
were allocated to them as refugees. 

The Foreign Ministry believes the impression that 
the international Contact Group has dissolved after 
Dayton is wrong. The peace process must continue to 
be supported massively. Consultations of the Contact 
Group at the level of political directors and meetings 
with the leaders of the parties to the conflict, like the 
one in Rome, will also be necessary in the future. The 
atmosphere among the Contact Group has improved 
nearly sensationally. The times when the relationsiup 
between the United States and the Germans on the 
one hand and the British and the French on the other 
was constantly strained belong to the past. In addition, 
the cooperation by the Russians is to be assessed as 


“enormous progress.” 


Germany: Kohl Views Compulsory Military Service 


AU2502204896 Mainz ZDF Television Network 
in German 1810 GMT 25 Feb 96 


{Interview with Chancellor Helmut Kohl by Peter Ell- 
gaard in Bonn; date not given — recorded) 


{FBIS Translated Text) (Eligaard) Chancellor, after the 
French decision against compulsory military service, 
your government has spoken in favor of compulsory 
military service. Will you be able to stick to this course 
in view of the fact that about 50 percent of our NATO 
partners have professional armies? 


[Kohl] I believe that this is a decision that everybody 
must make for himself because it can only be seen in 
connection with historical experiences. Basically, two 
reasons were cited in favor of compulsory military 
service and against a professional army when it was 
introduced. One of the two reasons is less significant 
today. Based on the experiences of the Weimar Republic 
— most of those who made the decision had lived in 
the Weimar Republic — it was claimed that Germany 
should never again have an army that is a state within 
the state. 


However, the second argument is still valid today. It 
is the following: We want an army that represents the 
entire people. What we want to prevent is — let me 
put it in this drastic way — that the upper classes, the 
rich and their sons, dodge military service and that those 
who have no money and are socially weaker provide the 
soldiers. We want a real army that represents the whole 
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people, in which the young men of all generations are 


today as it was at the time. | will be very careful and 
not talk about the professional armies of other — also 
friendly — countries. However, | am deeply convinced 


(Eligaard) After the end of the Cold War, the external 
threat no longer exists in the same way. Actually, it 
no longer exists at all. One-third does not want io 
join the Bundeswehr, one-third does noi do anything, 
one-third are conscientious objectors. Don't you think 
that compulsory military service should be made more 
attractive or that the army should also be opened up to 
women? 


[Kohl] These are two different questions. It is true 
that we are no longer facing the same threat. Yet the 
Bundeswehr in the world of tomorrow — the 2Ist 
century will start in four years — wili be confronted 
with new tasks. Threats will continue to exist. If we 
had conducted this interview four years ago, we would 
not have believed that we would be facing such terrible 
experiences in the center of Europe, in Yugoslavia. This 
means that tomorrow, too, we will need soldiers who 
defend peace and freedom. I would like this to be an 
army of our sons. 


(Eligaard) What about female soldiers? 


{[Kohi] I will go back to this topic in a minute. | 
do not want our army to be an army of the sons of 
other people. I consider this very important. As far as 
women are concerned — I know that this is a very 
controversial issue. My view is well-known. | am in 
favor of opening up the Bundeswehr to a greater extent 
to women in areas where no combat units are involved. 
I know that complaints have been filed with the Federal 
Constitutional Court in Karlsruhe. 


(Eligaard) There are female medical officers and doc- 
tors. 


[Kohl] Yes, that is true. I can imagine that women 
are used in other spheres, too, including logistics, for 
instance, and other areas. I stick tc my first thesis. | 
continue to emphatically support compulsory military 
service. I agree that we should think about how we 
can improve equity in conscription and ensure that 
alternative national service is really turned into an 
alternative service. You should not forget that, at a 
time characterized by high unemployment, people doing 
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alternative national service are often taking the jobs 
from other people. One must examine this carefully 
and find a balanced solution. As far as women are 
concerned, I have presented my view. 


{Eligaard} Chancellor, the French decision affects the 
FRG direciy in some points. 


[Kohl] Yes. 


[Eligaard} What will become of the Eurocorps, of the 
Franco-German Briga‘z? 


[Kohl] The French president did not announce a definite 
devision yesterday or this week. He hinted a tendency 
and a direction in which he would like to go, as | 
know from personal conversations. Let me first say the 
following: This also corresponds to the state of talks 
between Chirac and myself. There will be no changes 
concerning the Eurocorps. The Franco-German Brigade 
will continue to exist, it will continue to be stationed 
in the same places — as far as Germany is concerned. 
Nearly 18,000 — 17,000 or 18,000 French soldiers — 
will still be on Gerr 1 territory. I have told J»cques 
Chirac that we — above all, | myself — want as many 
French soldiers as possible to stay in Germany, in spite 
of the reduction of French barracks, because a sense of 
togetherness has developed here. Just think of Landau, 
Trier, and other barracks. This is of great significance 
for the coexistence of the two peoples. 


(Eligaard) What will happen to the French nuclear 
weapons? Will they be incorporated into NATO” 


[Kohl] As far as I can see, President Chirac wants to 
do as much as possible together with NATU. This is 
all the more true because he will also eliminate part of 
the French nuclear weapons. This applies particularly 
to the Hades missile, a weapon that was designed and 
developed by Francois Mitterrand at the climax of the 
Cold War. In spite of my friendship with Francois 
’Aitterrand, this was a controversial issue between us. 
| have always viewed this weapon with extraordinarily 
mixed feelings, because it has always affected Germany 
— our compatriots in the former German Democratic 
Republic at the time — because of its range. Thus, | 
consider this decision very good. 


[Eligaard] Will the intensive cooperation between the 
two countries, between France and Germany, in the 
sphere of security also affect NATO's castward expan- 
sion? This means, will the expansion be completed by 
the year 2000, as planned? 


[Kohl] I am not pessimistic at all. However, the present 
year is most unsuit»ble. | said that as early as last year 
Presidential elections, primaries are taking place in the 
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for July. Thus, if people now claim that I have changed 
my mind, this is nonsense. I have not chanyed my po- 
sition. I have always maintained that this topic should 
be excluded in the election year, because sensible talks 
that do not rouse but normalize emotions are needed in 
an election year. Thus, we should take a break and con- 
tinue talks in a calm manner next year. 


(Eligaard) What does the French decision against com- 
pulsory military service mean for Franco-German coop- 
eration in the EU? 


[Kobi] We support political union, and we support eco- 
nomic and monetary union. In the long run, there will 
be nc political union without economic and monctary 
union. As far as economic and monetary union is con- 
cerned, I agree with the French president and many oth- 
ers that the criteria for the stability of the future currency 
must not be softened. In addition, the preconditions must 
be created — also for the timetable. I am in favor of 
stopping the discussion about who will be able to join 
monetary union. Everybody must do his homework. We 
Germans still have a great deal to do here. Once every- 
body has done his homework, we will take a look at the 
list at the end of the year as it were and see who has 
achieved the goal and who has not. This is a sensible 
procedure. 

[Eligaard) Thus stability is being accorded top priority? 


{Kohli} For me, stability has always been of utmost 
significance. Yet this should not be interpreted in a way 
that I advocate a change in the timetatv ¢. I am absolutely 
against that. 


Germany: Business Favors EU Free Trade With 
South Africa 


AU2302150796 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 22 Feb 96 p 16 


[Report by “Stue": “Business Calls For Free Trade 
Agreement” } 

(FBIS Translated Text) Hans-Olaf Henkel, the president 
of the Federal Association of German Industry (BDI), 
and Hans Peter Stihl, the president of the German Indus- 
trial and Trade Association (DIHT), have called on the 
government not to hinder negotiations being conducted 
by the EU on the conclusion of a free trade agreement 
with South Africa. In identical letters addressed to Eco- 
nomics Minister Guenter Rexrodt and Foreign Minis- 
ter Klaus Kinkel, they warn against delaying the ne- 
gotiations or even allowing them to collapse because 
of German protectionist demands pertaining to agricul- 
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ture. “We are convinced that a free trade agreement with 
South Africa not only lies in the interest of German and 
European business, but will also bolster political rela- 
tions between the iwo regions,” say Suh! and Henkel. 
They point out that with direct investment totaling over 
2 billion German marks, Germany is the second most 
important investor in South Africa after Great Britain. 


Germany: Industrial, Military Espionage Increasing 
LD2202163396 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network 
in German 1500 GMT 22 Feb 96 


(FBIS Translated 1.~'! According to the Brandenburg 
Office for the Protection of the Constitution, Russian 
industrial spies are increasingly active on German 
territory. Quite often they set up fictitious companies in 
order to get hold of equipment and goods, Brandenburg 
Interior Minister Ziel said in Potsdam today. 


Likewise, the Near and Middle Eastern intelligence 
services, especially those of Iran, were very active. 
In addition to observing anG persecuting dissidents, 
agents were concentrating mainly on industrial and 
military espionage. They operated from diplomatic and 
consular missions, but were also using sharcholdings in 
companies or set up fictitious firms, he said 


Germany: Constnutional Office 1995 Report 
Summarized 


AU2402215696 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 23 Feb 96 p 6 


[Report by “Ws:" “Not a Word on the PDS") 


(FBIS Translated Text] Potsdam, 22 Feb — The 1995 
report by the Brandenburg Office for the Protection of 
the Constitution does not contain anything on the PDS 
[Party of Democratic Socialism) or any unconstitutional 
groups within the PDS. The Brandenburg office is the 
only constitutional protection authority in Germany that 
does not monitor the successor organization to the SED 
[Socialist Unity Party]. The Offices for the Protection 
of the Constitution in the other 15 laender are keeping 
an eye on the PDS or certain groups within the party, 
although with varying intensity, the government said in 
reply to a written question by the CDU/CSU [Christian 
Democratic Union/Christian Social Union) Bundestag 
group. Among the left-wing extremist groups within the 
PDS are the “Communist Platform” with some 5,000 
members, the “Working Group of Young Comrades in 
and Close to the PDS” with some S00 me:nbers, the 
“Working Group of Autonomous Groups in snd Close 
to the PDS" with some 200 members, the “Working 
Group of the Alliance of Western German Communists 
in the PDS” with some 250 members, and the “Forum 
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Close to the PDS,” whose membership has not deen 
established. 


The 1995 report by the Brandenburg Office for the 
Protection of the Constitution notes a drop ip <ight- 
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of ideology, are becoming increasingly more militant. 
Autonomous groups from Brandenburg also have a 
share in interconnecting the left-wing extremist scene 
throughout Germany. Although the squatting scene 
cannot altogether be regarded as extremist, the report 
says, it is often the breeding ground and withdrawal area 
for autonomous groups. The squatting problem must 
be Jefused through appropriate activities by the local 
authorities, the report says. 


In the future, the Brandenburg Constitutional Protection 
Office wants to be more active in the field of counter- 
espionage. Foreign intelligence services continued to 
focus their attention on Brandenburg in 1995. The 
favorite fields of activity are industry, science, and 
politics, the report says. It is particularly the intelligence 
services from the former Soviet Union and the Near and 
Middle East which cre stepping up their efforts to obtain 
information, technical know-how, and state-of-the art 
industrial goods. After the collapse of the Soviet Union 
the intelligence services reestablished themselves. At 
the moment there are at least seven organizations with 
different intelligence-service tasks, the report says. 


The procedures used in espionage cre most diverse, 
complex, and subtle, the report says. They range from 
open procurement of information to the use of under- 
cover agents and the camouflaging of activities through 
firms that are established especially for that purpose. 
The Russian intelligence se~*ice “Federal Agency for 
Public Information,” for instance, establishes carefully 
selected contacts in Brandeburg by offering itself as a 
communicaticns service. The findings made in this con- 
nection go directly to their own intelligence services for 
further use, the report says. 
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France: Chirac Interview on Defense, Nuclear 
Issues 


LD2302000596 Paris France-2 Television Network 
in French 1915 GMT 22 Feb 9 


[Imterview with French President Jacques Chirac by 
Anne Sinclair and Alain Duhamel in the Elysee Palace 
— live) 

[FBIS Translated Text} [Sinclair] Good evening, every- 
one. Good evening, Mr. President. For a few weeks now 
we have known your intention profoundly to reform the 
nature of French defense. In your capacity as head of 
the Armed Forces, which is the title conferred upon you 
by the Constitution, you have made your choices, and 
tonight you are going to explain them to the French peo- 
ple. Alain Duhamel and I are going to question you on 
behalf of France-2 and TF-1 on this subject. It is a very 
important reform, since it is the first time for 30 years 
that the very structures of the Armed Forces are going to 
be profoundly affected. Nonetheless, I would still like to 
ask you a preliminary question. French people have the 
anguish of unemployment, for them and for their chil- 
dren; they are worried for their future; some of them live 
in very difficult circumstances; and this evening you are 
coming to speak to them about defense. Why” 
[Chirac] I do not at all deny the economic and social 
situation of French people and of France. It is to this 
very problem that I devote most of my time. But it is 
nonetheless true that defense is also an important matter: 
French people must also be protected. That is why I have 
been determined to set in motion an important reform 
which is adapted to the needs of our time. 


[Duhamel] Well, is the true motivation behind this 
reform financial difficulties — because the Armed 
Forces and defense are very costly — or is it the 
necessity of modernizing French defense at a given 
moment? 


[Chirac] Our defense capability today — we shall 
speak of this again — is completely unadapted, and 
cannot genuinely and efficiently take on the missions 
which it must take on. So it is at the same time a 
military aim, and also, it is true, an economic aim which 
affects employment — among other places in our arms 
industries — and a financial aim, for we live in an age 
where spending has to be cut. So what I want today is to 
have a defense which is at the same time more efficient 
and more modern, and less costly; and that is possible. 


[Sinclair] Now, you have just spoken about the missions 
you are giving the French Armed Forces. What sort of 
missions do you think they must carry out tomorrow, 
and faced with those kinds of missions, what sort of 
Armed Forces must correspond to them? 
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[Chirac] Today, a country like France, when it seeks to 
be defended in a difficult world, can see first of all that 
we are no longer threatened by an invader, by hordes 
of ‘nvaders coming from elsewhere. On the other hand, 
our vital interests can be called into question all over the 
place, in Europe and indeed elsewhere. Modern armed 
forces, and therefore modern defense for France, must 
first of all allow us to react if our national and territorial 
interests are called into question... 


(Sinclair, interrupting) If our territory is threatened” 


[Chirac] If it is threatened. That is the role of our nuclear 
( .etrent; | imagine we will talk about that later. Second, 
we live in an age where it is paramount to forestall 
crises; and in order to forestall crises, one has to have 
a good permanent understanding of what is happening 
in the world; and that means considerably improving 
our capabilities in the fields of intelligence, satellite 
surveillance, and the preemptive stationing of our troops 
here or there. 


Finally, remcmber the Gulf War, and the difficulues we 
had in taking on our responsibilities despite the quality 
of our men and their leaders. France musi be able to 
send abroad a significant number of men —S0,000 to 
60,000 and not 10,000 as is the case today — in a 
rapid and organized way. Now, if we want to build 
all that up — a modern defense — it is obvious it 
can only be done within the framework of professional 
armed forces. Today the job of a soldier, which is a 
supe7b job, is not compatible with improvization or 
nonprofessionalization; so I have made a reform which 
means that France will have, in six years’ time — 
because it is a long-term reform — professional armed 
forces. 


[Duhamel] Well, that means armed forces of what num- 
bers and with what organizational principles’? Because 
one might imagine that the organizational principles of 
professional armed forces are not the same as those of 
conscript armed forces. 


[Chirac] The organizational principles remain broadly 
the same. First of all there is the problem of numbers. 
Today we have conscript armed forces: that is, armed 
forces with professional soldiers — volunteers — and 
conscripts, which in total number around $00,000 men 
and women. This is heavy and excessive, and does not 
allow us to fulfill our missions, as I have just told 
you. You saw it during the Gulf War: we had troubic 
deploying 10,000 men. The professional armed forces 
of tomorrow — tomorrow, in six years’ time... 


[Duhamel] Yes, yes. 


[Chirac] This means a long transition stage.. 
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(Duhamel, interrupting] When we get there? When we 
get to the end of the transformation? 


[Chirac] They will consist of 350,000 men; but they will 
be armed forces which — like the best armed forces in 
the world, like the British Armed Forces for example 
— can be deployed and be present in an efficient and 
sufficent manner. 


{Duhamel} Does that still mean that we will reduce the 
strength of the territorial army” 


[Chirac] It is the Army, the Navy, the Air Force; only 
the gendarmerie will see its mandate for the defense of 
the territory strengthened, and its numbers increase. 


[Duhamel] With that will we have an army comparable, 
for example, with a professional army of a country like 
us, such as Great Britain. 


[Chirac] Exactly. At present, we are far from achieving a 
performance comparable to Great Britain in this sector, 
as a result of our conscript army. However, at the end 
of the reform, which we are instituting today, we will 
have an army which will be at least as effective, and 
as important, as the British Army. | clearly state this, at 
least. 


[Sinclair] Just before you were saying that you regretied 
that we could only call up 10,000 men for the Gulf 
War. With the reform that you are planning, how 
many soldiers could we mobilize at once for such .* 
operation? 

[Chirac] France should be able to mobilize, to deploy 
forces overseas — it is not really to mobilize, it is to 
deploy forces overseas. 


[Sinclair] How many soldiers could be deployed over- 
seas? 


[Chirac] In the framework of ¢ fective and coherent 
units between 50-60,000 men, and at the end of the 
reform, 60,000 men. 


[Sinclair] Thus the army, Alain was speaking about it 
just before... 


[Chirac, interrupting) With all that it involves. Excuse 
me for interrupting you, but with all that it involves: the 
moveable air bases, the necessary ships, and so on. 


[Sinclair] The army is however the most important 
sector since it involves 45 percent of the total military 
force. In concrete terms, how many fewer regiments 
would that mean? How many barracks will be closed’ 


[Chirac] It is the barracks or the quarters depending on 
whether it is the cavalry or the infantry which go with 
the regiments; is this not the case? Al present we have 
124 regiments scattered across metropolitan France and 


FBIS-WEU-96-038 
26 February 1996 


the overseas territories or overseas, in Germany and in 
Africa. We must reduce the number of regiments to 
about 83 to 85. 


Everybody understands that this immediately creates a 
problem of national and regional adjususcet. since that 
means that we will cul a certain number of military units 
and regiments. 


[Sinclair] For some towns it is sometimes a real tragedy 
[Chirac] It is not sometimes, it is always a tragedy 


[Sinclair] Garrisons, schools, local businesses, and all! 
the regional economy which could suffer. 


(Chirac) It is the reason for which | simply want to 
say two things. The first point is, I repeat, that it is a 
reform program which will be spread over six years, not 
tomorrow. 


Second, we are going to make provision for a structured 
program to take into account, through a continuing 
dialogue with local clected officials, with all local 
elected representatives, of these changes and see to 
it that thanks to a voluntary national and regional 
adjustment, the towns or the regions where the military 
units will be cut, will not be penalized 


[Sinclair] Will there be guarantees’ 
[Chirac] The utmost guarantees 


[Duhamel] Yes, but precisely, Mr. President. There will 
be great changes in the defense sector. Some sectors 
of the economy have undergone great changes and 
very often, at the ouset, there have been high-sounding 
pronouncements — and sincere ones at that — saying, 
we will do the utmost to help you through the change, 
we will give you guarantecs, we will consult you, you 
will see, we will do all sorts of things, but in the end 
things have not always ended up well. 


» (Chirac) Mr. Duhamel. This is a task that | am per- 


sonally taking in hand. it will therefore be carried out 
properly to its conclusion 


[Duhamel] There is also a practical, concrete question 
that automaticaly arises, which is, given that there will 
be cuts, what about the career officers and NCOs? Will 
some of them be pushed out of the services? 


[Chirac] No. And | can tell you most formally and 
Clearly that no law will be passed on discharging officers 
and NCOs. Some will leave as a matter of course, 
naturally, but there will be no law to discharr> them 
from the services 


[Duhamel] How do you explain that? 





report may contain copynghted matenal Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copynght owners 














FBIS-WEU-96-038 
26 February 1996 


[Chirac] Very simply with the fact thai a professional 
army has many more cadres, and is much more respon- 


[Chirac] Yes it is. You have my guarantee. | appreciate 
your concern...[indistinct crosstalk] ' 


[Sinclair] Is such a reform of the armed services 


[Chirac] Yes, I .. We haven't yet talked at all about 
what the modifications would consist of. 


responsibilities, but which 
Germany, so it is quite obvious that when we do 
something it creates — or create 


conscript armed forces, even if over half of young 
people are conscientious objectors in Germany; so there 
is a slight problem for the Germans when they see a 
large country like France next to them moving to a 


[Chirac] It was already the case for Britain, the Nether- 
lands, Belgium, et cetera. So that is a purely German 
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problem, and one that must be solved by the Cermans. 
Second, there is a problem in fact of units. Now, we 
have two categories of unit. In Germany, we have Eu- 
rocorps, which is one of the elements of European de- 
fense. There is no question of changing that — that goes 
without saying. And then we have other units in Ger- 
many, not too many, but we do have other units; and 
those units are destined over the next six- year period — 
and the Chancellor knows it very well, even if I imagine 
he regrets it — to return to France. The third important 
clement is the great Franco-German infrastructure pro- 
grams. We have done things together; these programs 
will be respected. And finally, and finally, what is very 
important for the Germans, is the problem of HADES 
{missile}. You know, the HADES... 


[Sinclair and Duhamel, interrupting] We will come back 
to that. 


[Sinclair] We wil try not to forget anything, Mr. 
President ' 
[Chirac] Right. 


[Chirac] A modern defense system, | repeat, indepen- 
dently of the question of preparedness against attack, 
consists, at far as we are concerned, of a nuclear deter- 
rent to safeguard our essential interests, plus the ability 
to deploy our forces abroad. It is about these two as- 
pects that I can tell you what... 


[Duhamel, interrupting) We shall talk shout both. 


[Sinclair] Yes, we shall deal with nuclear deterrence 
later, we shall try not to leave anything out. On the 
military programs, there are three names with which 
the French are familiar, which are the Leclerc tank, 
the Rafale aircraft, and the Charles de Gaulle aircrafi 
carrier. So could you possibly give us brief answers as 
to what will happen to all three? The Leclerc tank, for 


example, how many do you envisage will be built? 


[Chirac] Our programs, whether it be major ones, 
such as the Rafale for the Air Force, or four nuclear 
submarines permanently at sea in the case of the Navy, 
or the Leclerc tank, of course, for the Army, as well 
as all the others, such as the Tigre helicopters — 
indispensable, of course, the helicopter for 1996 — all 
the programs will be respected. 


The plan for the nuclear aircraft carrier... [pauses] the 
second aircraft carrict, which need not necessarily be 
nuclear-powered, the second aircraft carrier has been 
moved back for financial reasons, to the carly part of 
the next century.. 


[Sinclair] I don’t know how accurate this is, but they say 


that aircraft carriers are like gendarmes, they go around 
in pairs. That is what a genoral said. 
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{Chirac} 1 did not say it. 


[Sinclair] Al any rate the experts say that this is indeed 
the case, and that a single aircraft carrier .. 


[Chirac, interrupting) That is understandabic. 


[Sinclair] ..is not enough, and that of course another 
one is necessary, so that there is always one at sca. 


[Chirac] That is understandable. An aircraft carrier 
cannot go on sailing forever. 


[Sinclair] Of course. 


[Chirac] A suclear aircraft carrier can sail for six or 
seven years and then it must go for an 18-month refit. 
If you haven't got another one, that will be 18 months 
when you will not have anything out at sea. So a second 
one is in effect needeu. 

[Duhamel] What about the Rafale, which everyone says 
is an Outstanding plane, but also a very expensive onc”? 
How many will be ordered, to arrive at what kind of 
strength? 

[Chirac] All of that will be analyzed in due course. The 
Preach Armed Forces will first receive Rafale planes for 
the Navy, then the first air force Rafale squadron should 
probably be in place by 2004 or 2005 — maybe a bit 
carlier, but not the entire squadron — and after that the 
program will proceed normally. 


‘Ouhamel)] So in the end how many planes will there 
be? 


[Chirac] In the end we shall have the number we need, 
Mr. Duhamel. | am not prepared to go into the technical 
details, because the budget allocations are made in the 
context of a program which ends around 2000 or 2001 


Perhaps we shall have the opportunity at the end to go 
into what I think about the economic prospects. 


If 1 act firmly to bring military expenditure to a 
level compatible with our present requirements, | am 
convinced — perhaps | am being a little optimistic, that 
is my nature — but I am convinced that strong economic 
growth in the coming years will enable the country to 
improve its performance, including that in the military 
sphere. 

[Duhamel] And overall, how long will it take to 


complete that professionalization, to get to the day when 
Prance can be said to have an all-professional army” 


{Chirac} Six years. 
[Duhamel] ht will take six years. 


[Chirac] Yes, six years. Which means that all the 
measures we are talking about will come into effect 
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within a period of six years and will gradually increase 
in Magnitude 


[Sinclair] Thinking of the French public listening to 
us, and so thal it may not be a total abstraction to 
them, you said that the nature of the army must change 

of the new types of conflicts nowadays. If 
we had had this new kind of army carlicr, would thal 
have changed anything in the character, for cxampic, 
of our involvement in Bosnia? Or is it that modern 
wers nowadays follow political principles more than 
Orgamizational ones? 


[Chirac] To go back to what | said before, a modern 


army must be deployed rapidly wherever its country’s 
Vital interests are af stake. 


[Sinclair] That is the reason for the changes 


[Chirac] We have seen how, for example, when we 
commitied ourselves to go to the Gulf, we were unable 
to participate sufficiently extensively 


Bosnia presents us with different circumstances because 
it is a NATO force that is deployed there, and a peace- 
keeping one at that. But | repeat, with the Prench Army 
as it Currently stands we are unable — | apologize for 
repeating myself but | am prompted by your question — 
to deploy more than 10,000 or 12,000 men abroad, and 
even then as a rule pul together in a makeshift fashion, 
because we Cannot send conscripts to theaters of war 
abroad. 


When the reform has been completed we shall be able 
to deploy between 50,000 and 60,000 men and all the 
respective equipment, and on an immediate basis. This 
means that we shall have an army — on a par with the 
British Army which Mr. Duhamel mentioned earlier — 
really capable of shouldering its responsibilities, which 
is not the Case al present. 


[Sinclair] Now let us deal briefly with the economic 
angle. The opinions on an all-professional army are 
divided. Is it dearer, or less expensive? After all, those 
professional soldiers will have to be paid, or else they 
will not want to stay. 


{Chirac} That question is meaningless 
[Sinclair] Thank you I am sure 
[Chirac] No, no. 


[Duhamel] But very interesting all the same. [laughter, 
indistinct crosstalk] 


[Chirac] I did not mean your question personally, | 


meant the question posed by the experts, since you very 
Clearly were referring to the experts, and we hear them 
talking endlessly about that topic 
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forces for which we are opting today — and which, | 
repeat, will be 350,000-strong as opposed to 500,000- 
strong. able to deploy 50,000 to 60,000 woops 
abroad. 


nuclear deterrence, of protecting 


[Chirac] The question has no answer as to which is 
cheaper and which is dearer, bul the one thing that 
is Certain is that the planning law that the government 
will submit to parliament next May or June will have 
allocations for operation and allocations for equipment, 
and the total amount is lower than the present figures. 


[Duhamel] Let's talks about nuclear weapons now 
fhere is a question which you can answer very pre- 
cisely because it is about scientific elements that were 
collected and assembled. You wanted France to have its 
last guclear test series. This was a big subject of inter- 
national discussion and protest. 

(Chirac, interrupting) No, Alain Duhamel, | am sorry 
to interrupt you. I did not want France to have its last 
nuclear test series. | wanted Prance to end its nuclear test 
series in order not to deprive itself of all the information 
and experience which it set out to obtain a long time 
ago, and which of course required this program to be 
concluded 


[Duhamel] Well, then, the question is: Have we obtained 
the scientific and technical data we were trying to 
gather? 


(Chirac) You know, we have a certain tendency to 
denigrate ourselves in all fields. This experience of our 
last tests, which concluded everything we did, was very 
revealing for me. Two or three years before, we had 
given up testing; the teams were scatiered all over the 
place. They went back to work; and overnight, the 
test we carried out achieved perfection — | repeat, 
perfection: | mean exactly that — which proves that our 
technicians, Our engineers, our scientists, our soldiers, 
our civilians concerned with these matters, our workers 
really have extraordinary know-how and ability. For 
cxample, | know and can tell you that the Americans 
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were stunned. Now, we now have all the means which 
will allow us to guarantee security, safety.and rehatlity, 
for SO years, Mr. Duhamel, for 50 years — that is, for 
our Current arsenal and for the succeeding onc. We are 
sure of having a totally dissuasive and sale weapon, 
and the ability to evolve, since we have also acquired 
so-called simulation techmgues, which will allow us 
henceforward to Cafry out experiments by computer 


[Sinclair] To the extemt that now, as you have said, 
France is signing the treaty on a total ban on nucka 
tests. Cannot people say to us that, now we have done 
our tests, we are banning others from doing them’ 


(Chirac) First, we are not banning anyone from doing 
ar) Ding, we are signing a treaty 


'Sinclair] Well, we are encouraging others not to do 
them, then 


[(Chacac}) Of course, we are encouraging others not to do 
them. Of course. | want to say first of all that, having 
acquired that mastery, the first consequence is thal we 
are going to be able to reduce our nuclear arms, our 
nuclear arsenal; and the nuclear deterrent is based on a 
foundation of sufficiency — that is, one has to have 
enough in order to be respected, bul not too much 
Today we ae in a position — given the situation | 
have just recalled — for example, to get rid of one 
of our three components. As you xnow, we have three 
nuclear Components: we have our submarines, we have 
our acrial component — that is, missiles which ace 
dropped from aircraft onto the ground, and finally we 
had a terrestrial component 


[Duhamel, interrupting] The Plateau d' Albion [missile 
base]? 


(Chirac) The Plateau d' Albion, which carried out a 
ground4o- ground function. We are going to close 
the Plateau d'Albion; our two submarine and acrial 
components are currently sufficient to guarantee our 
security. Then there is one point: we were talking about 
Germany just now, and we went into that a little. What 
worned Germany — and | mentioned the attention 
with which | obviously follow Pranco-German matters 
— was, above all, that Prance possesses a short-range 
missile called the Hades, which, unless it leaves Prance, 
can only be fired at Germany. | do not want to go 
imto the historical details, but this missile was perfectly 
justified in its time, the change in the scheme of 
things, however, the changing threats, the organization 
of Burope, the collapse of the Berlin Wall, all that means 
the Hades no longer has any real tustification; so 


[Sinclair, interrupting) It's effectively in storage 
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[Chirac] Yes, absolutely, absolutely, was in storage: 
but i existed, and that worried the Germans a ict: 
and after having had lengthy discussions about with 
Chancellor Kohl, I decided to dismantle the shori-rangc 
componem of our sucicar capability, and therefore to 
dismantic Hades 


[Duhamel] A practical question: You were saying that, 
well, henceforward we have finished the tests, so we will 
sign the treaty, as Anne says. Does that mean the Pacific 
nuclear experimentation sme on the one hand, and on the 
other hand the factory which produces military fissile 
materials, will be closed’ 


[Chirac] The two are not connected; but the answer is 
yes. When we resumed our tests, | said several things 
Clearly: that i was the final phase of our tests which was 
essential to us; second, that France would indeed sign 
the treaty leading to the banning of nuclear tests through 
the zero option — that is, no tests, even low-level ones, 
and with verification. I also said France would sign the 
[Rarotonga] teaty — it will do so in a few days’ ime 
— Cfeating a nuclear-free zone in the South Pacific, and 
would close its site. France is today the only nuclear 
power which has really kept its word, because — let 
there be no doult about it — we are Closing our site, so 
we have nowhere left to test. The Americans stil) have 
a site, so have the Russians; we have not. We have 


[pauses) We are going to close it 


Second, you know that when we spoke about these 
nuclear problems, and among other things about the 
renewal of the Nonproliferation Treaty, all countries 
committed themselves, on the one hand, to signing the 
treaty leading to the banning of nuclear tests as soon as 
it was ready. We will do 80 as soon as it is ready, and 
we are a driving force in this respect 


In a later pase, all countries committed themselves to 
halting production of military nuclear fissile riaterial 
For my part, | have decided to enter this new phase 
immediately — that is, | have decided to close the 
Pierrelatie factory, so Prance will no longer manufacture 
nuclear fissile material. Prance has what it needs, of 
course, to supply its own arsenal; it will not make 
any more. We are the first nuclear power to make this 
decision 


[Sinclair] You spoke just now of the principle of 
sufficiency. Let us take one of the components you 


mentioned, the submarines, for example. How many do 
we need nowadays to be credible’ 


(Chirac) To be credible, to be truly credible, there must 
always be one ready to fire its missiles 


[Duhamel] At sea, therefore 
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[Chirac] Yes, under water and capable of firing is 
missiles. If we are to be certain of having a submarine 
ready to fire, we must have two, for you can never be 
sure that there might not occur an incident of a problem 
with a submarine, or a need for repairs. So we need two 


permanently al sea 


Taking equipment refits into account, to have two 
submaris< at sea we need four overall. So we shall 
have four nuclear submarines w*ich will gradually be 
replaced with new generation ones, the fourth of which 
will be ordered at the end of the planning periad 


[Duhamel] Now for a final question on the nuclear 
aspect, since we must still deal with armaments and 
the national service which everyone must do. So still 
on guclear issues: Will tis nuclear force be exclusively 
at the sexvice of France, within our borders, or can we 
imagine it being used to protect our neaghbors — should 
they desire it, of course 


[Chirac] If they desire u, yes. | have said that the 
French nuclear force — and we discussed the matter 
at length with the British and started discussing i 
with the Germans — could be a component in an 
European defense system — and as you know | have 
long been an avowed advocate of an European defense 
system. Should such a systerr develop, | have said that 
France would be altogether willing to discuss these 
problems with its partners. These are extremely compiles 
discussions 


[Sinclair] By partners you do not exclusively mean 
neighbors, it could be anyone in today's Europe of the 
Fifteen” 


[Chirac] No, it's —no, #0, #0, fo, no — of course 
not, it's essentially the Germans, the British, of the 
Spaniards, | mean, the people around ws. Even then 
it would already be an catremely complex topic of 
discussion, certainly not to be settled by tomorrow 
morning 


[Sinclair] A review of our defense objectives obviously 
prompts a review our objectives concerning the arms in- 
dustry. Yesterday there were two important announce- 
ments, one on the privatization of Thomson |electronics} 
and the other on steps with a view to an eventual merger 
between the state-owned Acrospatiale and the privately 
owned Darsault [Aviation) 


[Chirac] Over a period of two years 


[Sinclair] What is the underlying logic? Is ut that our 
armaments industry is too fragmented in comparison 
with other countries, such as the United States, for 
cxample, which have managed to make theirs more 
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compact, and that its restructuring is indispensable and 
even overdue? 

[Chirac] First of all, no country is a major power if 
it lacks an efficient and competitiv- arms industry. 
Because, even over and beyond the production of 
armaments and all that this represents politically, both 
for our national independence and for our exports, there 
is the fact that these arms industries are constantly 
developing the most modern technologies from which 
all civil sectors of industry benefit. 

Our armaments industry has two characteristics: One 
is that it is technologically very sophisticated, both 
[Sinclair] That is its major trump. 

[Chirac] That is its major trump. We have workers, 
technicians, engineers who are probably among the 
world’s best, if not the world’s best themselves. That 
is our trump. 

{Duhamel} And what is our handicap? 

[Chirac] The industry's handicap is that this is a time 
when national and international markets are shrinking 
— so much the better for the cause of peace, that is the 
way it goes, but it has reflections on the order books — 
export markets are becoming more and more difficult to 
come by; competition from other countries is becoming 
increasingly fierce — from the Americans, the British, 
the Russians, the Chinese and so on. As a result of 
these circumstances, we have a weakness derived from 
the fact that — as Anne Sinclair said a short while ago 
— our industry is much too fragmented and so it lacks a 
sufficiently strong center to enable us to nurture realistic 
designs on the international market in this sphere. 


We are therefore obliged to streamline. You have quite 
rightly referred to the merger over a period of two 
years of our two great aircraft companies, Aecrospatiale 
and Dassault. In addition to privatizing Thomson — a 
complete privatization, not a piecemeal one — we will 
build around it a major electronics manufacturing center. 
So we will have a major company in the electronics 
sector and another in the aerospace sector, both of them 


necessary if we are to be competitive... 
[Sinclair, interrupting) Do you have others in mind, 


more streamlining? | mean, we have two aviation 
companies, we have two missile manufacturers, we 
have... 


[Chirac, interrupting] Yes yes, naturally, there will be 
others. I am talking of the essential ones... 


[Sinclair, interrupting) So you wish to continue that 
process. 
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[Chirac] Yes of course, because we must be competitive. 
However, this raises two problems. Two problems. 
I told you a short while ago that our armaments 
industry is altogether, altogether remarkable, so it must 
not be wasted. Those who work in it are people of 
outstanding ability and expertise. Now, when people 
talk of restructuring, streamlining, shrinking markets, 
they might have in mind — and I have heard much said 
on this subject, often absurd things, moreover — job 
losses and the like. 


[Sinclair] Yes, we were coming to that. 
[Chirac] Do you not wish me to continue? 
(Sinclair) Yes, yes do go on. 


{Chirac} So. This much is clear. These restructuring 
operations will take place over a period of five or 
six years and will pose two problems: A problem of 
territorial adjustment, regarding some sites which might 
nowadays no longer be deemed suitable, and also sites 
that need developing, for there is a certain number of 
those. 


Second, there is a social problem: Do we have too many 
people working in our armaments industry? 


{Duhamel} And what would the answer to that question 
be? 


[Chirac] The answer cannot be given just like that here 
and now. That is not possible. I have heard utterly 
amazing things about this; I have actually heard it said 
that we have 50,000 workers too many in this sector. 
That is absurd. 

The restructuring drive will give us a new impetus. We 
will be able to plan the necessary diversification of our 
production well in advance, since, having foreseen the 
need, we will not be obliged to diversify at once. 

My ambition is that, in six years’ time and thenceforth, 
the French armaments industry will rank among the 
world’s best and most competitive. 


{Duhamel} That is certainly quite something regarding 
the companies you are referring to, in the aerospace 
and missile sectors. What happens, for example, with 
regard to the naval dockyards or the tank and artillery 
manufacturer GIAT, that is to say, the manufacturers 
of conventional weapons. Does the shrinkage of the 
markets not pose a particular threat to them? 


[Chirac] No. 
[Duhamel] No? 


[Chirac] No, because there is also a market for their 


products which, I repeat, have the benefit of very high 
technology, even in the case of a tank. 
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You might have spoken to me instead of possible con- 


[Duhamel] Yes indeed, all the subcontractors. 


We may nurture great ambitions in this sphere provided 
we are prepared to tackle the problems. It is this 
preparation that... 


(Duhamel, interrupting) And have we got the cash 
required? 


[Chirac] Yes, of course. 


[Duhamel] No, but it will be bound to be expensive. If 
we must reconvert industrial plants, for example, that is 


quite expensive. 


[Chirac] No, I would not say that, Mr. Duhamel, I would 
not say that. We are losing a lot of money, which we 
would no longer lose, as a result of our fragmentation 
and — let us call a spade a spade — as a result 
of outdated management methods. Lots of money. So 
consquently we will recapitalize our companies and will 
ensure for them in the future a place among the world's 
best. That is my ambition. 


Please, do not think that I take these problems lightly. 
For quite a long time I represented the Correze depart- 
ment in the National Assembly. I am aware of the im- 
portance of the 126th Infantry Regiment stationed in 
Brives. I am aware of the importance of the manu [not 
further identified) in Tulle. I am aware of the high qual- 
ity of those people, because I have known them well for 
decades. I have already fought to secure improvements 
to their situation. 
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(Duhamel] And all those whose representatives are not 
president of the republic will be defended in similar 
fashion. 


[Chirac] I am personally taking charge today of defend- 
ing the industry as a whole, of defending the armed 
forces as a whole, and I will defend them with the same 
vigor I devoted to defending those in Correze. 


[Sinclair] Perhaps a final question on this subject. You 
were speaking on the logic behind the grouping of the 
industries in this sector — that is both industrial and 
financial logic — is this logic exclusively national or 
does it seek ambition in Europe. If it has ambition as 
far as Europe is concerned, what kind of grouping could 
be undertaken jointly with other industries of other 
countries... 


(Chirac, interrupting] It is obvious that this logic will 
lead us to European agreements if we seek to maintain 
our presence in the face of America today and in the face 
of Asia tomorrow. Agreements are needed — we have 
already started — between Acrospatiale and Germany's 
DASA for instance [word indistinct]. This is normal 
within this logic. But what I want is that we should first 
possess an industry that ranks among the best or is the 
best in the world and on that basis it must be open, 


particularly towards the Europeans. 


(Duhamel) Finally, let's now talk about the national 
service. Clearly, is it the end of the national service? 


[Chirac] As you know, the military service was created 
in 1905, in an era when men were needed to fight other 
men, if | may say so, in the face of an external danger. 
That era has completely gone. We no longer need to 
draft people for their military service, so there will not 
be any or almost any [military service] in six years time, 
this depending on the decision that will be made. 


This will lead us to possible hypotheses. The first 
hypothesis says this: The few months of national service 
is part of our great republican traditions and undertaken 
according to principles of integration, which are also 
national principles. So we should keep something and 
therefore all French youngsters should offer part of 
their time — yesterday this was for reasons of national 
defense, today this is not the case — perhaps to 
fight against internal difficulties, against social break-up 
(fracture sociale], against probiems hindering solidarity, 
etc. 


[Sinclair] This is a genuine social debate Mr. President. 
Do you think the nation should ask its citizen to make 
a special effort. Isn't this integration you mentioned 
earlier on, with all its shortcomings, found in the only 
place where it exists — namely the national service — 
and where it could remain? 





is report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 














FBIS-WEU-96-038 
26 February 1996 


[Chirac] No, the only place where integration could 
really be efficient is school. The military service is 
something extra. It was very useful in the past because it 
was equal and universal, everybody did it the same way. 
Today as we do not need so many men, it has become 
unequal and no longer universal. So it is no longer a real 
factor of integration. What one could have in mind, as I 
said earlier, is a national service, ten percent of whose 
length would be military in particular professions, but 
which should be orientated to what I would call the fight 
for social cohesion, generosity, and solidarity... 


(Duhamel, interrupting) Is this legally possible? 


[Chirac] Wait, this means first of all prevention, that is 
prevention and security... 


(Duhamel, interrupting] The gendarmerie, the police, the 
firemen etc? 

[Chirac] The customs service, etc. Secondly, solidarity 
which concerns education, health, the elderly and hand- 
icapped people, etc. Thirdly, all that is in the domain 
of humanitarian solidarity whether in France or abroad. 
One could say in fact that all French should, but should 
do what? Materially, it is difficult to do more than six 
months, because we are under the obligation of involv- 
ing the whole of a age class every year... 


(Sinclair, interrupting) That is a class of 300,000 young 
boys. 


[Chirac] Only boys, we are not talking about girls, 
except those who come forward voluntarily. Secondly, 
this age class which undertakes a six-month task poses 
the problem of training. It is not easy to train someone 
and put him in a position of responsibility within a six- 
month period... 


[Sinclair, interrupting] But the training of 300,000 
youngsters is not easy... 

(Chirac, interrupting) This is not very important, be- 
Cause one can imagine that there is training in the po- 
lice as well as in the gendarmerie, the fire brigades and 
hospitals, etc. But six months is not a good format. We 
cannot do it for a period longer than six months except 
for certain particular missions. Second [as heard] you 
asked whether it is constitutional. I think so, but this 
poses a problem which is — with particular regard to 
the European Charter of Human Rights — in a way a 
kind of forced labor: Can we force people to work and 
will this labor be a substitute... 


(Duhamel, interrupting] Or be done at the expense of 
the unemployed and people who are helped socially. 

[Chirac] But there is a second solution which consists 
in abolishing conscription and creating a civilian — 
an exclusively civilian — service, dealing with the 
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problems I mentioned earlier, such as prevention and 
security, solidarity, humanitarian activity, which would 
be open to both boys and girls as volunteers... 


(Sinclair, interruptin} Do you think candidates would 
come forward, isn’t this very utopian? 


(Chirac, continuing] And with some enticement. 


{Duhamel} Which of these two formats would you go 
for? 


[Chirac] Wait, Anne Sinclair has rightly asked whether 
this is utopian. This is the good question. I have been 
in charge of charity work for a long time and in 
many associations and in my Capacity as mayor of 
Paris. Today we have... [pauses] Generations follow 
each other, but do not resemble each other. Today 
our youngsters have exceptional big hearts, generosity, 
and passion. This is completely different from what we 
experienced 20 or 50 years ago. We only need to ask 
them, explain things to them for them to volunteer and 
give the best of themselves in exceptional conditions. 
If we tell them that there is something important and 
interesting to do and that we need you, we need you for 
six months, we need you for ten months and add that 
what you will do will not be outside the field of your 
career. There are some enticement and some advantages 
we can offer. For instance, he who had served 10 months 
in the gendarmerie would be given priority over others 
to join in for a career and have his 10 months doubled 
as far as his career is concerned, thus he would start 
with a better salary. There is more than one enticement 
that one can think of. 


I think we should always rely on the qualities of men... 


[Sinclair, interrupting) If there is some enthusiasm for 
this opportunity. 


[Chirac] Well, in fact, I intend to organize a wide 
consultation particularly with the youngsters in every 
department. But I would be tempted to say that there 
is not a lot of risk in considering a voluntary civilian 
service. I think given what our youngsters are worth 
today and their big hearts, we can expect a positive 
result. 


{[Duhamel] Two brief and precise questions. One, do 
you in fact favor a system of voluntary service? 


[Chirac] I would not say that Mr. Duhamel; I would not 
say that and anyway I would not say [word indistinct] 
this evening. | would simply say that one can argue in 
favor of both hypotheses. I think we need a national 
debate, so the French people become aware of the 
complexity of a problem which they sometimes regard 
as superficial and that they express themselves. 
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[Sinclair] When you say national debate do you mean 


a debate in parliament? It is reported that you are 
entertaining the idea of a referendum. 


[Chirac] Listen, we are facing a kind of issue which 
should be referred to the people living in mocern 
democracy. Well, this is not constitutional. You Mr. 
Duhamel, an expert, know perfectly well that Article 
11 of the Constitution does not allow — as it has been 
reviewed recently — a referendum on defense issues. | 
deplore this, I deplore this because it is the very type of 
question which should be referred to the French people. 
As far as we are concerned — as I have often said — 
this is a possibility for achieving a more democratic and 
modern form of public life. 

[Sinclair] So what is the alternative? 


{Chirac} Well, the alternative is that we will first make 
a presentation to the French people in which I will 
explain the advantages and disadvantages of each of 
these solutions. We will organize a number of forums 
with the youngsters to know their opinion, on the basis 
of documenis which do not offer a solution but possible 
solutions, then the parliament will debate and decide. 


The service as we know it today and undertaken by 
80 percent of French youngsters, will be abolished. But 
I stress again the date: within six years. This means 
that this decision concerns or will concern children who 
are 12 today. Until the year 2001, the obligations of 
national service as they exist today will naturally remain 


unchanged. 


[Duhamel] In general, does all this bring us closer or 
put us far away from a European defense? 


[Chirac] There is no link. A European defense will 
naturally be more efficient than the various constituents’ 
and for France to have a more efficient and less 
costly defense tomorrow will be good for the European 
defense. However, the two issues are not linked. 


[Sinclair] Mr. President, all you have told us this 
evening is your will to adapt the army tool to our 
present times, just as General de Gaulle predicted that 
a deterrent force would be another form of preparation 
for tomorrow's war and to prevent one from ever being 
left behind as far as war is concerned. Are we not today 
al a turning point where the nature of future wars will 
change completely, ic. where men are not killed but 
armies get paralyzed, or where one has what are called 
lethal weapons which do not harm people but paralyze 
equipment completely? Are you interested by this idea? 


[Chirac] | am interested in all ideas. 


[Sinclair] Is it a topic today that would turn the 
conception of tomorrow's defense upside down? 
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{Chirac} I told you that our perspectives, particularly in 
the field of nuclear deterrent which is paramount, are 
for 50 years, but the perspectives you are talking about 
are for several centuries. 


[Sinclair] This is not science fiction. 


[Chirac] It is complete science fiction. Thus, for the 
time being I do not base my thinking on that as the 
risk would be far too great. I have a responsibility. 
This consists in having the French people protected 
and enabling France to secure its vital interests when 
they are at stake somewhere. Second, this responsibility 
consists in having a French defense industry which is 
among the first ones or is the very first one in the world, 
but in any case the second one if we cannot, naturally, be 
equal to the Americans. For me, this is paramount and 
thus I carry out the reform which makes this possible. 


The problem encountered is of an economic and finan- 
cial nature. All this costs a lot even if we are going to 
reduce military spending. What is going to take place 
in the future? I am meaning to mention a lot the eco- 
nomic difficulties. France and others are, and rightly so, 
worried about the future, Mr Duhamel mentioned it at 
the beginning, about work, children and so on. 


[Duhamel] About the standard of living, many things, 
pensions. 

[Chirac] Ail the social gains and so on. I do not want 
to practice science fiction in the economic or military 
fields, but what I can talk about is my conviction. 
My conviction is that today’s world is on the eve 
of an important resumption of growth. Why is it 
important? It is important because the world market 
today, particularly in the new countries such as the 
Asian and Latin American ones, is a market where 
solvent demand, the demand which one can pay for, 
is increasing rapidly. In the next decade, this is going 
to create a huge demand at the international level. You 
should not forget that one Frenchman in Sve works for 


export. 
[Duhamel] Thus you believe in a sustainable growth. 


[Chirac] I believe in a growth which will resume and 
will, in any case be durable for a cycle of about 20 
or 30 years. It would be difficult to give a forecast 
for the period after that. Thus, the prospects are, as far 
as I am concerned, positive. France is one of the first 
superpowers in the world. We always forget, when we 
denigrate ourselves, that we are the second exporter of 
services in the world, the fourth world economic power, 
the first exporter of agricultural produce in the world, 
and so on. We are a great nation and it is for this 
reason that we should have an army which is modern 
and efficient. 
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forewarning, that is to say intelligence-gathering and 
preemptive deployment; outward projection beyond our 
borders to protect France against any forms of destabi- 
lization or imbalance that might arise, as we have done 
in the Gulf and in Bosnia; and finally the ensuring of 
the protection of the national territory, a task predomi- 
nantly undertaken by the gendarmerie. 


The services realized that it was necessary to go for 
an all- professional army, aad now, together with all 
the French, they are reflecting on the course ahead for 
national service, on whether we should move toward a 
compulsory but revamped national service, or instead 
go for a civilian national service, open to young people 
of both sexes on a voluntary basis. [passsage omitted] 


[Boyer] I would have thought that the atmosphere 
among the officers at the military academy this morning 
could not have been without its emotional side at the 
prospect of seeing certain regiments disappear. General 
Massu, a war veteran, referred to the disaster that 
the disbanding of a regiment represents, and said he 
hopes those regiments whose colors bear the Croix de 
Liberation would be spared. Is this something that might 
be taken into account? 

{Millon} I fully understand Gen. Massu's suggestion; he 
wanted a special tribute to be paid to those regiments 
which distinguished themselves in the 1940-45 war. 


What I would like to point out is that the great advantage 
of the reform announced by the president is that it allows 
time, it is a reform foretold six years in advance. This 
means that the transition from a conscript army to an all- 
professional army will take six years, and during these 
six years the orgavis of local and central government and 
the military chiefs will ponder the ways and means to 
ensure that the disbanding of regiments and the closure 
of bases will take place in the greatest harmony. 


The president has committed himself personally to 
overseeing the territorial adjustments and the balances 
that must be preserved in the garrison towns. | am sure 
that we shall succeed in finding the right procedure to 
ensure that France steps into the modern world without 
a disaster ensuing as a result. [passage omitted) 


France: Socialist Party's Jospin Views Chirac on 
Defense 


LD2302202296 Luxembourg RTL Radio Network 
in French 0645 GMT 23 Feb 96 


[Studio interview with French Socialist Party leader 
Lionel Jospin by Michele Cotta — live) 


(FBIS Translated Excerpt) (Cotta) Lionel Jospin, good 
morning. 
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(UJospin} Good morning. 

[Cotta] Jacques Chirac said yesterday evening that 
military conscription has become an outdated practice. 
The professionalization of the armed services in 2001 
will mark the end of an era. What is your first reaction 
to this? 

Jospin] I would first like to know in which era we 
are now from the standpoint of our defenses, from 
the strategic standpoint. | was a little surprised to see 
that the president failed t. define the threats potentially 
faced by France, before defining the future missions, 
organization, and means of our Armed Forces. 


(Cotta) Yet it is true that the nature of the threats has 
changed, as he said; France no longer has anything to 
fear from its historical enemy, Germany, nor has it any 
enemies to the cast. 


Jospin} Happily, of course, Germany is a close friend 
in Burope. Looking eastward, however, there is plenty 
of turmoil. I think it would be dangerous to base our 
defense strategy for decades to come on a snapshop 
appraisal of current threats. 

What rather surprised me in the president's statements 
was that, basically, there was no mention of his thoughts 
on natione’ defense. He says France's territory is to 
be protected by nuclear deterrence; that is to say, by 
major weapons, weapons not meant to be used; as for 
our troops, their purpose and definition is solely to be 
projected outward, as if they were expeditionary forces. 
[passage omitted] 

The president's aims were solely focused on projecting 
our troops outward. One cannot deny that such situations 
arise, as we saw with the Guif War, as we saw with 
Bosnia. Indeed we prepared for that when we created 
the rapid deployment force. 
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However, to think of France's defense exclusively in 
terms of an outward projection — — the philosophy of the 
expeditionary corps — without realizing that a country’s 
defense is first and foremost aimed at defending its 
national territory, seemed to me a curious gap in the 
president's thinking. [passage omitted] 


On the subject of national service, the president said that 
he favors an all-professional army, raised two options 
for civilian national service, and above all he said that 
he was a proposing a debate on the matter. 


Personally I believe that a move like giving up the 
system of military conscription, a concept dating back 
to the French Revolution, does indeed merit a major 
national debate. 


Otherwise, what struck me greatly in the president's 
Statements was that he made no reference to European 
defense, practically none at any rate. How can we have 
a European arms industry without a European defense 
system? 


Moreover, the word NATO hardly crossed his lips 
yesterday. [passage omitted] 


I would remind you of the many reports we have heard 
about the French Armed Forces’ gradual integration in 
NATO. I would remind you that the president went to 
the United States to talk to the Americans about these 
problems. I am surprised that he should have found 
it unnecessary to refer to this when he addressed the 


French yesterday. 


I would not wish to see this concept of outwardly 
projected French troops being integrated in a strategy 
in which it would fall to NATO to tell us where we 
must project our forces. [passage omitted] 
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Italy: Chirac Defense Speech Impact on NATO 
Viewed 


BR2302161896 Milan IL SOLE-24 ORE in htalian 
23 Feb 96 p3 


[Report by Claudio Virgi: “Step Toward New Balance 
in Europe”) 


With regard to the former, we must note a 
ment to NATO and the United States and the pro- 
posal of a “concerted deterrent” (more with the Amer- 


present and NATO very solidly in Europe. The WEU 


the Armed Forces, to replace draftees performing sup- 
port tasks such as drivers, clerical staff, and so forth. 


The advantage that will be enjoyed is that of concentrat- 
ing investment funds in a few units. The French Armed 
Forces will thus become more efficient in foreign in- 
terventions, such as that in Bosnia. But it will be more 
difficult for them to contribute to the defense of central 
and Eastern Europe in the event of NATO's expansion 


This will create problems for Pranco-German coopera- 


tion. In particular, it will mean the disbanding of several 
Preach regiments belonging to Eurocorps and currently 
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stationed in Germany. They will be replaced in this task 
by regiments deployed in France. This will make it pos- 
sible to limit the negative impact of the drastic reduction 
of the Armed Forces on France's local communities, 
Causing it to fall, rather, on Germany's. The third provi- 
sion is to restructure the armaments industry, merging it 
with Germany's. The merger between Acrospatiale and 
Dassault and the privatization of Thomson are steps in 
this direction. 


France's decisions will not fail to enliven the debate on 
Strategy in Europe in the near future. 


The first decision, regarding defense policy, will also 
have repercussions on the Intergovernmental Confer- 
ence. Perhaps France will try to turn the WEU at least 
into an “arthritic” wing of the EU, the instrument of a 
common European foreign and security policy, which 
for the present does not exist. The third will create 
problems with the British and Italian arms industries. 
A Franco- German bloc, estabiished without taking ac- 
count of the other countries’ interests, will prompt the 
latter to depend increasingly on the United States. Eu- 
rope belongs to all its members — not only to France 
and Germany! 


However, what will create a real hornets’ nest is 
the abolition of conscription and the establishment of 
entirely voluntary Armed Forces. 


Helmut Kohl stated forthrightly recently that Germany 
has no intention of relinquishing this aim, even though 
50 percent of German conscripts provide civilian ser- 
vice, aS conscientious objectors. He has no intention 
of doing so not only because military service acts as 
a means of integrating young Germans of both East 
and West. He does not intend to do so also because, 
with an eye to an enlargement of NATO and the unpre- 
dictability of political developments in Russia, he wants 
to maintain the possibility of contributing to the defense 
of the central and Eastern European countries. So Bonn 
will maintain obligatory conscription even if there are 
protests. 


And there will be protests in Italy, too, with a demand 
to abolish the draft. France's experience will, however, 
provide us with useful pointers to how to transform 
Armed Forces based on conscripts into voluntary ser- 
vices, assuming the desire to do so in Italy. 


But the abolition of conscription in France will in- 
evitably increase Germany's military weight in Europe 
in the future. Chirac will certainly have considered this 
consequence. It constitutes yet another reason for his 
clinging closely to NATO and the United States. 
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Spain: People’s Party Foreign Policy Outlined 
BR2302140896 Madrid ABC in Spanish 22 Feb 96 
pp 14-16 


: “Socialists Have Used Foreign Policy To 
Defend Their ideological Views and Their Friends”] 

(FBIS Translated Text] He is a diplomat and his party's 
spokesman on the Congress Foreign Affairs Committee, 
but his name is mentioned both for that portfolio and 
es ee eatin tet ee es ce 


lawyer , 
a Chnstian Democrat, and a famous former UCD [Union 


[Ruperez) It is partially truce, but it is not the whole 
truth. In a large part of foreign policy with Europe 
there has been a tendency to follow purely and simply 
what Brussels said, but Spanish foreign policy has many 
more aspects, and is, broadly speaking, that which was 
outlined by the UCD. The Socialists inherited it, and in 
that respect we are speaking of continuity. It is certain 
that in certain EU matters no reflection has been made 
on what Spanish interests were, and an easy compliance 
(with Brussels} has been practiced. But that is a problem 
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matic relations, in their systematically pro-French pol- 
icy, and in the use of the state's diplomatic service for 
finding posts for their friends; something that they are 
still doing at this “11th hour” of their career. 


{San Sebastian] Talking about the Foreign Ministry, | 
read in your program that for 100 missions abroad, in 
addition to the appointments made by the minisiry, the 
secretary of state for trade's office currently appoints 
110 members, that of tourism, 35, and so forth, which 
seems a real aberration. Are you going to change it? 


[Ruperez] We propose a law on the diplomatic service, 
which would be submitted to the Congress before 
the end of the year, if we attain power. On what 
basis? On the basis of unity of the state’s activity 
abroad. That is, that it is the Foreign Ministry and 
the diplomatic corps which should be in charge of the 
whole of the coordination of activities abroad. That is, 
that appointments should be made from there, and that 
everything should be overseen and coordinated from 
there, for which purpose that ministry will, of course, 
have to be given the appropriate resources. 


[San Sebastian] The foreign service is currently being 
used as a bonus, is it not? 


{Ruperez] Yes, but it should not be so. In this con- 
nection, and among other things, we should bring pay 
closer at all levels, because we must not have diplomats 
or military personnel longing to go abroad because they 
cannot live inside Spain. 


[San Sebastian] Have you made a draft organizational 
chart of the Foreign Ministry? 


[Ruperez] Yes. it serves the general need to reduce 
senior posts and make the system more effective, 
and, in addition, the need to give the minister one 
“second in command” — not two, as he has at present. 
We will therefore set up a single secretaryship of 
state for foreign and European affairs, whose holder 
would become the minister's “alter ego,” with the 
consequent disappearance of the secretaryship of state 
for cooperation and Latin America, for two reasons. In 
the first place, because it is no longer logical to link 
cooperation solely with Latin America, and, second, 
because that secretaryship of state was set up solely to 
please a distinguished Socialist, and no longer has any 
raison d'etre. 

{San Sebastian) Will you put an end to political ambas- 
sadorships? 


[Ruperez] We will tend to have professional ambas- 
sadors, but I believe that political ambassadors — al- 
ways for reasons of service and of an exceptional nature 
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— cannot be ruled out. What we will do is to depoliti- 
cize the diplomatic service; that is, put an end to the 
systematic selection of ambassadors and senior officials 
in accordance with political criteria, which has happened 
throughout these years and has reached scandalous pro- 
portions, causing abrupt changes in the administration's 
functioning. 


FAD Credits and Cooperation 


[San Sebastian] Talking about activities abroad, I also 
read in your program that a new law regulating the 
FAD [Development Assistance Pund] credits, which 
have given rise to more than one scandal, is proposed. 


[Ruperez] The FAD credits are “soft” credits, which are 
awarded to commercial enterprises and which, in many 


tors of the whole of the state's activity abroad has been 
and remains the secretary of state for cooperation and 
Latin America’s office. And this is seen not only in 
the FAD credits but also in the development assistance 
which is being given to the various nongovernmental 
organizations [NGO’s)}, many of which came into being 
in the Socialist seedbed, and have benefited, thanks to 
this government, from enormous funds from the budget. 
Openness and publicity are essential here, too. 


[San Sebastian) What oversight procedures will you in- 
troduce to ascertain the impact of the various develop- 
ment assistance programs? 


[Ruperez) In the case of the NGO's, to see that they 
earmark for their own internal functioning a sum which 
in no event exceeds 10 percent of their budget. Second, 
strict oversight over the programs’ performance and the 
projects’ implementation. 
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[San Sebastian] How do you intend to increase the 
poor returns which Spain currently obtains from its 
contributions to the multilateral cooperation funds? 


(Ruperez] Through strict oversight over the funds’ 
administration and, also, through all of us (government 
and enterprises) making a major effort to take part 
actively in all the previous projects sponsored by 
the EU, because thal participation is whal guarantees 
the possibility, first, of taking part in and, second, 
overseeing those projects, virtually monopolized at 
present by the British and French. 

[San Sebastian] The People’s Party has criticized more 
than once the defense which the Socialist government 
has made of Spanish interests (fisheries, agriculture, and 
so forth) in Brussels. What alternative do you offer? 


(Ruperez) That is solely a problem of will. So far, in 
many spheres, the Socialist government has fallen back 
on membership of the EU and NATO, as if they were 
foreign bodies, outside ourselves; bodies which dictated 
decisions which the Spanish Government had to accept 
automatically. This has been due to the international 
complex with which this government has acted for 
years, as if it had to prove that it was a good partner. For 
this reason, it has followed instructions and forgotten 
that both NATO and the EU are little more than the 
wishes of cach of their members. We share the EU's 
major aims, but that does not mean that we will abandon 
the defense of our national interests, as has been done by 
this government, which has largely forgotten the fishing 
or agricultural interests, setting above them that need to 
be deemed a good international partner. 


{San Sebastian] For instance? 


[Ruperez) For instance, in the matter of the fisheries 
dispute with Canada, the Spanish Government's conduct 
was one of vast negligence. What Canada did with us 
at that time was iniquitous, and what was done by the 

ish Government (which could have had recourse 
both to the EU and to NATO, one of whose articles 
says that the allies will avert any kind of tension in 
their economic relations} was disgraceful. 


[San Sebastian] That is, when we are told by the 
government that, in view of our scant economic strength 
within the EU, no more than what is being done can be 
done, we are being deceived? 


[Ruperez] Much more can be done. The fact is that one 
of the problems which the Socialist government has had 
is that it has tried to use Europe to cover up its own 
incompetence, even using the EU as a kind of spur, and 
the spur lies not in Europe but in ourselves. 
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M SPAIN 
[San Sebastian) Naturally, a People’s Paty government 

will call for more internal democracy in the process of 
building the EU? 

[Ruperez) Yes. In fact, we call for it in our program, 

and we will call for it in Brussels. 

Gibraltar 


{Ruperez) In many parts of our program, there is talk 
of reclaiming patriotism, and | believe that we should 
all regard Gibraltar as a patriotic claim. We will cer- 
tainly not take the view that Gibraltar is a Community 
border, and so we will continue to veto the adoption 
of the Union's agreement on external borders. But the 
fact is that Gibraltar’s presence also very gravely assails 
our economic interests, and this forces us to recover an 
in 1967 called for the territory's decolonization, guar- 
antecing Spain's territorial integrity. We will recall that 
resolution in that forum and demand its implementation, 
among other things because, although we are told each 
year thal negotiations are taking place, the British Gov- 
ernment has refused to negotiate for three years. And | 


(Ruperez) By exerting democratic pressure, pressure on 
British interests, on the territory's very structure, on the 
which are not Gibraltar’s territorial waters, and 
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we say. We are sometimes 
asked: Why with Cuba and not with Vietnam? Well, 
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because Cuba is part of ourselves, and several things 
must be pointed out. In the first place, that it is true that 
Felipe Gonzalez’ government has been the best political 
and economic champion Fidel Castro has had over the 
past 13 years, and Castro knows that, and it cannot be 
explained by reasons of national interest, as is shown by 
the scandal of the people whose property was expropri- 
ated in Cuba and the obscene compensation which they 
have received following the Spanish Government's pal- 
pable and culpable abandonment of responsibilities. 
[San Sebastian) The Socialists usually say that Franco 
also had special relations with Castro. 


(Ruperez) What an example! The Socialists have wished 
not to bring democracy to Cuba but to save Castro in 
the transition process. We do not wish to pul an end to 
Castro, but we want democracy to return to Cuba and 
the Cubans’ rights to be respected. 

[San Sebastian) Is the embargo the best way? 


[Ruperez] We have not taken part in it, nor will we 
do so, but, basically, I believe that the Cubans would 
not know how to live without the embargo, because it 
is their main argument when they make it out to be a 
blockade, which it is not. 


[San Sebastian] Talking about interests, there are large 
Spanish investments in Cuba which have been specifi- 
cally threatened by various sectors of the Cuban oppo- 
sition. If the time comes, will a People’s Party Spanish 
Government defend those investments? 


[Ruperez] Yes, it will defend those investments, be- 
Cause, as We Say in Our program, it seems to us that 
the methods sought through certain laws to try to pre- 
vent foreign investment in Cuba are clearly contrary to 
international law. 


[San Sebastian) Have you made this known to the Cuban 
Opposition? 

[Ruperez) Yes. 

[San Sebastian] Your program mentions the preferen- 
tial nature of foreign and security policy throughout the 
Mediterranean arca. What is the People’s Party's pro- 
posal for Morocco? 


[Ruperez) In the first place, to maintain the best possibie 
relations with Morocco and do everything possible to 
ensure that they result in support for Morocco’s stability, 
because that is something that affects us and benefits 
everybody. Morocco has great cultural differences from 
us, Dut it has made great efforts over the past few years 
on the path of political modernization, and they must be 
acknowledged. In fact, it is the North African country 
which today is most capable to evolve democratically 
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This does not mean that we should not maintain 
a very firm defense of our interests, but these are 
compatible with good ncighborliness. With respect to 
the Sahara, | believe that Morocco has missed important 
opportunities, and that ultimately the only solution will 
have to be negotiated and that it should be Morocco 


which seeks it, because it is the party most concerned 
We cannot become guarantors of a situation which, 
willy nilly, is no longer ours, although we will do 
everything possible to find that solution 
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Cyprus: Denktas Interviewed on Cyprus Issues 
NC2602092196 Nicosia HALKIN SESI in Turkish 
19 Feb % pilé4 


["Text” of interview with Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf 


{FBIS Translated Text} [HALKIN SESI) The Greek 
Cypriot side will increase its arms purchases. 
(Denktas] Speeding is not wise and neither is buying 


Unfortunately, the Greek Cypriots want to ignore the 
Turkish existence in Cyprus and the sensitive way the 
Turkish Turkish people regard the matter. They do not want to 


AWS ae 


the Cyprus problem. In fact, it already has obstructed 
the effort we have made to find a solution. 


The Greek Cypriot partner describes Cyprus as a Greek- 
Greek Cypriot island. The UN Security Council and 
President Clinton have clearly stated to the Greek 
Cypriots that Cyprus is the homeland of two equal 
communities. The Greek Cypriots have been informed 
that the two equal sides or peoples will resolve the 
cage pong foreign interference. They also have 
been told that the Treaty of Alliance and Guarantees 
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will be maintained. Meanwhile, the EU has called on 
the Greek Cypriot partner to jcin the organization. It 
has informed it that it has the right to represent Cyprus 
and hold talks on behalf of the entire island. That is 
an unacceptable interference in the island's affairs. We 
have not been consulted on the matter. 


The developments have proved that the warnings we 
made were right. The Greek Cypriot side turned its back 
On imtercommunal talks as soon as it received the “green 
light” from the EU. They said that the principles that are 
on the negotiating table are not valid. It took us 20-22 
years to place those principles on the table. 


([HALKIN SESI) What have they rejected’ 


[Denktas}] The approach maintained for many years 
called for the transfer of various powers to the joint 
government for the establishment of a federal republic. 
The remaining powers would be retained by the feder- 
ated states, the founding components. They would be 
sovereign rights, as is the case in Switzerland and in 
every other federation in the world. It cannot be oth- 
erwise. How can we establish a sovereign federation if 
we are not a sovereign entity? The Greek Cypriot side 
said, efter it received the green light from the EU, that 
Cyprus is a sovereign republic and the legitimate gov- 
ernment will effect changes in the Constitution so that a 
federation can be established under the central admin- 
istration. 


[HALKIN SESI] Which constitution do the Greek 
Cypriots plan to change? 


[Denktas} That is a good question. They are said to have 
planned to change the constitution Archbishop Makanos 


described as “dead and buried.” They have not acted 
in accordance with that constitution for 32 years now 
That is tantamount to mocking us. It means that we 
will have to abandon the work carried out together with 
the UN secretary general's representatives for so many 
years and move in a new direction. The EU's green light 
to the Greek Cypriot side will destroy the opportunity 
we have to find a balanced solution to the Cyprus 
problem. Unfortunately, the EU does not want to realize 
this. The EU officials are upset when this is explained 
to them. They immediately accuse of maintaining an 
irreconcilable approach. We have asked them to calmly 
study the situation. We asked them to consider why 
they have unjustly treated the Turkish Cypriot side for 


32 years. 


The UN secretary general maintains his goodwill of- 
fices. Meanwhile, the UN Security Council has ruled 
that the two communities will resolve the Cyprus prob- 
lem without foreign interference. However, the EU 
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AKEL's uneasiness, the extreme 
factions must be involved. We followed the 
way the Greek Cypriots secretly armed themselves from 
1960 to 1963. We were informed on the secret exercises 
they carried out at the time. The Greek Cypriot leaders 
and media organs accused us of acquiring ams in 

group 
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NC2402070596 Nicosia CYPRUS TODAY in English 
17-23 Feb 96 pp 8-9 


[Talking points” presented to Lord Pinsberg. rapporteur 
of the Political Affairs Commitice of the Council of 


Burope, date not given) 
(PBIS Transcribed Text) 
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Need To Address The Deep Crisis of Confidence 


1. The Turkish Cypriot side is in full agreement with the 
assessment of the Secretary-General (pare. 63, UNSG's 
report $/24830 of 19 November 1992 to the Security 
Council) that “_.. there is a deep crisis of confidence 
between the two sides. it is difficult to envisage any 
successful outcome to the talks so long as this situation 
prevails. There can be no doubt but that the prospects 
for progress would be greatly enhanced if a number 
of comfidence-building measures were adopted by cach 
side.” 


As a first step, the Turkish Cypriot side is proposing that 
the leaders of the Turkish Cyprict community and of 
the Greek Cyprict community come together 95 discuss 
and agree on measures which could help alleviate the 
deep crisis of confidence between thew two communities 
and improve the mutually beneficial co-operative ties 
between ther: 


Bi-communai contacts and projects could also be dis- 
cused at such a meeting and mechanisms developed 


for thear impleraentavon 


The Turkish Cyprict side has long proposed a non- 
aggression agreement between the two sides in Cyprus 
This proposal can also be taken up at such a mocting 
and a way found to realize this project on a communal 
basis, to avoid the allegation that the Turkish Cypriot 
side is seeking recognition. Greece and Turkey can be 
asked to endorse such an agreement. Parallel to this, the 
two sides could co-operate with UNFICYP in extending 
the unmanning agreement of 1989 to cover other arcas 
of the United Nations controlled buffer zone where the 
two sides are in close proximity to cach other 


2. There is also a growing crisis of confidence between 
the Turkish Cypriot side and the BU. This crisis of 
confidence has probably started in 1990 [as published) 
as 4 result of the manner in which the unilateral and 
illegal Greek Cypriot application for EU membership 
was accepted and processed, was aggravated by the BC) 
(European Court of Justice) ruling of 5 July 1994 which 
fostered the inburnan Greek Cyprict embargo on us, and 
was Goepencd as a result of the 6 March 1995 and 12 
June 1995 resolutions of the BU. 


The EU could reverse this process and help in the 
preparavon (ripening) of a conducive environment for 
the achievement of an overall settlement by 


a) Respecting and promoting the guiding principles that 
have emerged from the efforts of the UN Secretary- 
General in his good- offices mission [as published) 
to achieve a mutually acceptable resolution in Cyprus 
(these guiding principles will be elaborated later) 
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b) Addressing the growing political and economic 
inequality between the two sides through: 

—talightening both communities regarding the risks 
of divergence on the one hand, and the stability, 


political and economic benefits of a mutually acceptable 
settlement on the other hand. 


—acknowledging the equal political rights and status of 
both sides as co-founder partners of the now defunct 


1960 Republic and as co-founder partners to be of 
the bi-zonal and bi-communa! Federal Republic to be 
established [as published). 


—fecognizing the Turkish Cypriot side's right to equal 
say and opportunities and giving them the opportunity 
to be heard before any resolution is made or action taken 
vis-a-vis Cyprus. 


—encouraging EU member countries and organs also 
to receive and meet the political leaders and represen- 
tatives of the Turkish Cypriot side, on basis of political 
equality. 


—take positive action in lifting the inhuman economic 
embargoes and obstacles, which have been ongoing 
since 1963 against the Turkish Cypriot community, 
especially as regards overseas travel and trade, sportive 
and cultural activities, and the development of the tourist 
industry. 


—<establish ties with the Turkish Cypriot side in the 
fields of transport, trade, investment, communications 
and tourism, as well as cultural and sportive activities. 


It must be noted that the widening political and eco- 
nomic inequality between the two communities is help- 
ing to deepen the crisis of confidence between them and 
is making the realization of a partnership overall settle- 
ment more difficult. 


c) Confirming that the Treaties of Guarantee and of Al- 
liance are not contrary to the EU membership concept, 


B. An Overall Settlement 


3. The guiding principles of a resolution have to be 
based on a diagnostic analysis of the sources of the 
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"Just as the Greek Cypriot preoccupation was that 
Cyprus should be a Greek Cypriot state, with a protected 
Turkish Cypriot minority, the Turkish preoccupation 
was to defeat any such effort and to maintain the 
partnership concept, which in their opinion the Zurich 
Agreement created between the two communities. The 
conflict, therefore, was a conflict of principle and for 
that principle both sides were prepared to go on arguing 
and even, if need be, to fight, rather than compromise. 


“The same principle is still in conflict, even today, 
though a federal solution has been accepted—and 
though a federation is nothing more than a constitu- 
tional partnership of the component states, provinces of 
cantons which make up the federation.” (MY DEPOS!I- 
TION, Vol 3, p 105, 1990) 


4. The United Nations has been active in Cyprus since 
1964, both through its peacekeeping and peacemaking 
activities. 

On 12 March 1975, through Resolution 367, the Secu- 
rity Council entrusted the Secretary-General with a new 
mission of good offices, which, inter alia: 


"Requests the Secretary-General accordingly to under- 
take a new mission of good offices and to that end to 
convene the parties under new agreed procedures and 
place himself personal’y at their disposal, so that the 
resumption, the intensification and the progress of com- 
prehensive negotiations, carried out in a reciprocal spirit 
of understanding and of moderation under his personal 
auspices and with his direction as appropriate, might 
thereby be facilitated.” 

In the same resolution, the Security Council described 
the negotiating process as: 


"..Aegotiations between the representatives of the two 
communities on an equal footing, the objective of which 
must continue to be to reach freely a solution providing 
for a political settlement and the establishment of a 
mutually acceptable constitutional arrangement...” 


In Resolution 649 (1990), the Security Council re- 
quested the Secretary-General "...to pursue his mission 
of good offices in order to achieve the earliest possible 
progress and, towards this end, to assist the two commu- 
nities by making suggestions to facilitate the discussions 


5. On the basis of the extensive UN experience in 
Cyprus since 1964, and its diagnostic analysis, the fol- 
lowing guiding principles have emerged from the efforts 
of the UN Secretary-General which aim at achieving 
a freely negotiated, mutually acceptable resolution in 
Cyprus, and which in large part, formed the politica! 
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foundation on which the 1960 partnership Republic had 
been established. 


—Cyprus is the common home of both the Turkish 
Cypriot community and of the Greek Cypriot commu- 
nity, and their relationship is not one of majority and 
minority but that of two politically equal communities. 
—both communities are the co-owners of Cyprus. 


—the two communities have equal political rights and 
Status. 


en a 
stituent peoples. 


—one community cannot claim sovereignty or jurisdic- 
tion over the other community. 


—the federal settlement will be bi-communal and bi- 
zonal and all elements of a settlemer* shall be in support 


of this principle. 
—the 1960 Treaties of Guarantwe and of Alliance will 
continue in force. 


—the demilitarization of the federation remains an 
objective without prejudice to the 1960 Treaties of 
Guarantee and of Alliance. 


6. The Turkish Cypriot side is ready and willing to 
reach an early overall agreement with the Greek Cypriot 
side on the basis of the above UN developed guiding 


the federal republic in the European Economic Commu- 
nity will be discussed and agreed to and will be submit- 
ted for the approval of the two communities in separate 
referendums.“ 
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8. On the basis of the above, the Turkish Cypriot side 
is proposing that: 

a) Following an overall settlement, the two sides in 
Cyprus discuss and agree on matters related to the 
EU membership of the Federation, before submitting 
the membership issue to the approval of the two 
communities in separate referendums. 


b) EU membership must safeguard the essential balance 
between the two constituent entities and the right of 
each to preserve its fundamental interesis, as well as the 
balance between the two Guarantor Motherlands—the 
possibility of either securing a more favourable position 
in Cyprus than the other through the EU process. 


c) On the basis of the above, accession talks with the 
EU need to be carried out with the participation of both 
sides on an equal footing within the framework of the 
common positions to be agreed, where each will have 
equal opportunity to express separately its consent to 
the arrangements reached. 


d) The Turkish Cypriot side does not recognize the cur- 
rent unlawful and unilateral EU membership application 
of the Greek Cypriot side. Subject to the above, a new 
application must be made with the consent and approval 
of the two sides in the name of the federation to be es- 
tablished. 


9. On the subject of the EU offer to help facilitate a 
resolution in Cyprus, we do not believe that the EU, of 
which Greece is a member whereas Turkey is not, can 
make an impartial and constructive contribution to the 
resolution of the Cyprus question. In fact, under Greek 
pressure, the EU has unjustly decided that the unilateral 
application by the Greek Cypriot side is an application 
proper by, and on behalf of, “Cyprus”. Contrary to the 
rule of law, to the historic and weil established realities 
on the ground, and to the guiding principies set out by 
the UN for a settlement in Cyprus, there is an attempt in 
this decision to derogate the Turkish Cypriot community 
from its “co-founder partner status” to that of a minority 
within a Greek Cypriot state. This is exactly what the 
Greek Cypriots and Greece has been trying to achieve 
for decades. It is needless to say that this is utterly 
unacceptable to us and is what we have been trying 
to prevent in our just struggle for the last 32 years. The 
partition of the island is a direct result of this selfish 
vision of the Greeks and Greek Cypriots. 


10. All in all, with Greece in the EU, we appeal that 
facilitation in the negotiation process be left, as it 
should be, to the mission of good offices of the UN 
Secretary-General, thus avoiding the possibility of one 
side gaining an unfair advantage over the other in the 
negotiating process in Cyprus. 
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Greece: Status of Greek-American Relations 
Assessed 


NC2502183696 Athens KIRIAKATIKI 
ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 25 Feb 96 p9 


(Report by Stefanos Kasimatis] 


(FBIS Translated Text] After the problems in Athens 
due to the U.S. moves following the Imia crisis and “The 
Hague scenario,” Greek-U.S. relations seem to be in 
“calm waters.” Nevertheless, there is no lack of shadows 
over them because the extent of the U.S. designs is 
still unknown and because self-criticism of our own 
mistakes is certainly continuing. The government views 
the parameters of Greek-American relations as follows: 


1. Greece's cooperation with the only superpower is the 
realistic the absolute and narrow definition 


of the term “realism.” An experienced diplomat points 
out: "Even if we cannot know the full extent of U.S. 
designs, it is necessary for us to have a greater voice in 
the drawing up of these designs.” In the current world, 
it is funny to say we can “frighten” the Americans by 
threatening that they “will lose us!" Like, where are we 
going to go if we pull away from the United States? 
And what will it cost it if it loses us? 


2. On the other hand, Athens has a valuable lever to 
influence Washington through the Greek community. 
Although the Greek community could have been used 
more, its influence (which reaches its peak during 
presidential elections) is mostly limited to the White 
House level. The U.S. President might Bap b roger 
veto positions in the superpower’s foreign policy 
he does not control the assessments of evenis 
determine the positions. This is why the government is 
examining suggestions by advisers that Greece cultivate 
access to all levels of the U.S. governmental structure: 
That is, the State Department, the Pentagon, and some 
almost institutional “think tanks” [preceding two words 
in English}, or universities. (If the government indeed 
follows this direction its contacts with the Americans 
used in carly April when the Greek prime 
§ working visit to the U.S. capital is organized). 


will be 
minister's 
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The Government intends to promote its relations with 
the United States without changing the political desire 
for increased Greek participation in the European insti- 
tutions. Insecurity and self- criticism are contributing to 
this move. 


Our Fears 


Athens” insecurity stems from its uncertainty about 
U.S. plans, especially regarding the Cyprus issue. Af- 
ter the recent visits of U.S. State Department officials 
to Athens, Nicosia, and Ankara, it is considered certain 
that Washington's ambition to reach a Cyprus solution 
initiative will resurface. And the government is con- 
cerned because in their effort to achieve a compromise 
between the two sides in Cyprus, the Americans might 
withdraw their support for the 6 March decision—that 
is, Cyprus’ hope to join the EU even without the polit- 
ical problem being solved. 


On the other hand, there is no doubt about the U.S. 
designs in the Aegean. The evaluation of information 
in the government's hands rules out the “terrifying” 
scenario that sees the United States stirring up an 
Aegean collision in order to impose a new regional 
Status quo [preceding two words in Latin). 


The government's self-criticism leads it to the conclu- 
sion that it did not manage to use U.S. President Bill 
Clinton's significant position on the Imia incident, in 
which he supported international law and suggested that 
the issue be referred to The Hague. Also, in order to 
avoid domestic criticism and be weakened because of 
internal problems, the government reached the point of 
almost rejecting this position even though it had sug- 
gested it itself and though its adoption by the White 
House was a clear success! In any case, this would not 
have happened if President Clinton had not included 
in his statement the phrase “as the Greek Government 
has proposed.” Through official channels, the Ameri- 
cans have acknowledged that this phrase did not help 
and attributed it to a “mistake.” 
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Turkey: Government Warns Greece of ‘Retaliation’ 


TA2602134796 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1300 GMT 26 Feb 96 


{FBIS Translated Text] The Foreign Ministry has an- 
nounced that Greece has recently been following a pol- 
icy aimed at damaging Turkey's interests and that this 
policy implemented by the Greek Administration will 
be retaliated against in kind. 


Baykal, foreign minister and deputy prime minister, to 
the effect that the initiatives taken by Greece against 
hiprae Ripeap ademas atte cyrus Noting that Greece 

is trying to damage Turkey's interests through a pol- 
icy aimed against the financial protocol being assessed 
within the framework of the Customs Union [CU], Ak- 
bel reiterated that the CU is expected to fulfill, to the 
letter and on time, its obligations vis-a-vis Turkey. Ak- 
bel said that if Greece pursues a policy of friendship, 
Turkey will extend its hand of friendship as well — 
adding, however, that if Greece chooses to pursue a 
policy of enmity then that policy will not be left unan- 
swered but will be retaliated in kind. 


that Pamir will be returning to Athens in the coming 
days, Akbel said that the date of his return has not yet 
been fixed. 


Akbel further noted that Turkey condemns the recent 
bombing incidents in Israel. He stressed that the impor- 
tance of the struggle against terror from the viewpoint of 
regional stability and the peace process has once again 
been clarified with these recent incidents. 


Turkey: Yilmaz Reports Failure To Reach Accord 
With RP 


TA2402154896 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1444 GMT 24 Feb 96 


[News conference by Turkey's Motherland Party icader 
Mesut Yilmaz with unidentified correspondents at the 
end of his meeting with Welfare Party leader Necmettin 
Erbakan at the Turkish Grand National Assembly — 
live] 


(FBIS Translated Text] [Yilmaz] Esteemed members 
of the press, as you know the president assigned me 
with the task of forming a government on 3 February. 
means that | have been pursuing intense work 
to form a government for three weeks now, as today 


Z 
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is 24 February. During this period, | met with the 
leaders of all the parties represented at the Assembly. 
I explored the possibilities for setting up a government 
under my premiership in light of my previous contacts 
and within the framework of this parliamentary picture. 
In accordance with our assessments both prior to and 
in the aftermath of the elections, we gave priority to 
the True Path Party [DYP] in our meetings, because we 
believed that a coalition government under the umbrella 
of the Motherland Party [ANAP] and the DYP would 
be the easiest to set up. Unfortunately, in the meetings 
we held with the DYP and its leader, Tansu Ciller, it 
was not possible to reach a conciliation that would have 
enabled us to surmount the previous deadlock and form 
a government. 


For this reason, we undertook a negotiation process 
with the Welfare Party [RP] which the public has 
been following closely. Our views regarding a coalition 
government with the RP were announced to the public 
prior to the elections. We believed that it would be 
extremely difficult to set up a joint government with 
the RP and compromise on a joint program in view 
of the previous stand adopted by the RP. We believed 
that it would be difficult to secure such a conciliation 
within the framework of the program it presented to 
the public. For this reason, we thought that it would 
be better to give priority to other alternatives, and we 
acted along these lines. You may recall that when you 
asked me about this during a news conference held 
on the eve of the elections, I stated that | would not 
think of holding coalition meetings with the RP before 
they changed their understanding of administration and 
before | was convinced that they would change their 
stand. Mr. Erbakan approached us, however, after he 
was assigned the task of forming a government and 
said that there are no obstacles to setting up an ANAP- 
RP government because they can cosign our program, 
because they have embraced 90 percent of our program, 
because it is possible to secure conciliation in goodwill 
on the remaining 10 percent, and because they trust 
our cadres and can cooperate with our colleagues. 
This necessitated our reassessing our stand. Therefore, 
faced with this constructive, different, and conciliatory 
approach displayed by Mr. Erbakan, we reached a stage 
where we assessed whether it was possible to form an 
ANAP-RP coalition based on our program and in which 
our colleagues primarily would run the joint program 
and whether a government could be set up within 
the framework of this joint program. Noncthelicss, we 
maintained our views that the other alternatives should 
be given priority, and we explored these possibilities 
until the end. We conducted serious talks with the 
RP only after the impossibility of these alternatives 
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to assume the responsibility of a government if these 
conditions were not met. 


The first of these conditions was that we would assume 


We asked that we assume total responsibility for the 
Treasury, the Finance Ministry, and related issues, such 
as foreign trade and privatization. The RP — justifiably, 
from its point of view — did not agree to these demands. 
In other words, they told us that they, as a partner in the 
government and coalition, cannot agree to relinquish all 
responsibility for the economy. Prom our point of view, 
however, this condition was a minimum requirement to 
allow us to assume for the economy in 
view of the ruin it is in today. I openly told them that 
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Al the stage we reached today, we were not convinced 
that an ANAP-RP government would be able to work 
harmoniously, speedily, and in unity to remedy Turkey's 


I would like to state right now that the campaigns and 
reactions that appeared in the press and were organized 
by certain known political parties in a bid to direct us on 
this issue did not affect our decision in the least. Had we 


I would like to thank Mr. Erbakan and his esteemed 
colleagues for displaying such an extremely conciliatory 
and positive approach during this process. The main 
reasons for our undertaking coalition talks with the 
RP, even though we knew it would be contradictory 
to Our pre-clection statements, were the RP’s correct 
perception of the 24 December election results, our hope 
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Obviously, we regret that we failed to achieve positive 
results in our undertakings, even though we exerted 
every effort possible during these three weeks. We are 
at peace with ourselves, however, because we worked 
with an eye toward fulfilling our responsibilities to the 
very end. 


I have called a meeting of the ANAP i 


decisions known through you, the members of the 
I thank you for working through the Ramadan holiday. 
I cam now answer any questions you may have. 


{Correspondent} Should it show the necessary flexibil- 
ity regarding the running of the Religious Affairs Direc- 
torate and the economy, will you sit at the negotiations 
table with the RP once again in order to set up a coali- 
tion? Is there a question of your returning the task of 
forming a government to the president? 

[Yilmaz] As I said earlier, insurmountable differences 
emerged regarding the issues of the indivisibility of the 
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ever, are not the only reasons for disagreement. In other 
words, our not assuming sole responsibility for running 
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become possible, in detail. Should I relinquish the task 
tomorrow, I will brief the president on the results of our 
assessments and call on him to assist us in our future 
work. 


[Correspondent] Do you think that elections will be on 
the agenda now that 27-28 days are left until the end of 
the 45-day period, or do you have another, optimistic 
alternative for setting up a government? 


[Yilmaz) Regardless of everything that has happened, 
I still maintain my view that a government will be 
established from within this parliament. As | said, I 
did my utmost to achieve this goal during the time 
I was assigned the task of forming a government. 
Unfortunately, we failed in our efforts to date. I believe 
there is still a month left before the 45-day period ends. 
Moreover, it is up to the president to determine the 
length of this period. I hope that all the party leaders 
and officials will reassess the recent developments in the 
coming days, discuss what may be possible for them, 
and perhaps adopt a different approach regarding the 
issue of conciliation. | also think that the president may 
decide to assume a more active role in this regard. 
Whatever the circumstances, | maintain my view that 
a government will be established from within this 
parliament. 

[Correspondent] Was the alternative of rotational 
minority government raised during your meeting? 
[Yilmaz] We never discussed such an alternative with 
the RP. The model we discussed with the RP was a 
coalition government based on a rotational premiership 
formula, and this failed because of the reasons | stated 
earlier. 


[Correspondent] What do you mean when you refer to 
the president's assuming a more active role? 


[ Yilmaz) I think that the president may find it necessary 
to hold a joint consultation with the party leaders in the 
coming days, in addition to his individual consultations 
with them. 


[Correspondent] Do you mean that the president may 
assign the task of forming a government to a person 
other than the party leaders? 


[Yilmaz] | think this issue will be assessed in the wake 
of the joint consultation he will hold. 


(Correspondent) Will the ANAP party assembly group 
decision against Ciller's premiership remain valid, or 
will you review it should conditions be ripe for your 
resuming talks with the DYP? 


[Yilmaz] At this stage, we have failed in our meetings 
with the RP. It is possible for us to resume discussions 
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on the previous alternatives within this short period if 
our counterparts adopt a different stand. 
[Correspondent] Did the RP’s concept of secularism and 
the basic principles of the republic play a role in your 
reaching this stage? Did such a difference of opinions 
crystallize during yovr meeting? 

[Yilmaz] We did not discuss these issues in our bilateral 
meetings to date. As we told you, all our meetings 
up until now concentrated on the formation of a 
government and the distribution of responsibilities. Had 
we successfully concluded today’s meeting, we were to 
start discussions on the program and protocol tomorrow. 
We would have had the opportunity to discuss all the 
issues, including the principle of secularism and its 
implementation, during the meetings we would have 
held on the protocols. At this stage, however, we will 
not have an opportunity to hold discussions on these 
issues in view of this adverse situation. 


in line with those of the RP. There are also reports to the 
effect that we are in agreement with the RP regarding 
the amendment of Article 24 of the Constitution. These 
are erroneous assessments. As ANAP, the amendment 
we demand in connection with Article 24 refers to 
amending the Constitution along the lines of the changes 
made with regard to Article 163, which were made when 
we were in power. We claim that the last paragraph 
of Article 24 should be amended in view of the 
cancellation of Article 163. The RP, in turn, demands 
that all of Article 24 be amended. Unfortunately, the 


I do not want to compare my views on secularism with 
those of the RP. I particularly do not want to do this 
in their absence. There are, however, two elements in 
question regarding secularism which the ANAP will not 


state should be governed in line with the principle of 
secularism. In other words, the state should be governed 
in accordance with the legal code and not religious 
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law. In our opinion, these two facto.s carry equal 

with regard to the principle of secularism 
and cannot be renounced. I do not think that we and 
the RP share exactly the same views regarding these 
issues. The RP may share our views on preventing the 
state from violating our citizens’ freedom of religion 
and conscience when undertaking steps to protect their 


[Correspondent] Does your insistence on attaching the 
Religious Affairs Directorate to a state ministry under 
ANAP stem from your concern not to relinquish the 
religious policies of the Turkish Republic to the RP’s 
understanding? 


[Yilmaz] It undoubtedly stemmed from that concern. 
We believe that the Religious Affairs Directorate plays 
a vital role In implementing the principle of secularism 
in Turkey. There may be certain hitches and past 
incorrect implementations regarding this issue; however, 
abandoning the Religious Affairs Directorate to the 
hands of a different understanding of secularism is a 
serious development which could disrupt the running of 
the state in Turkey. As ANAP, we are determined not 
to encourage such a situation. In other words, in the 
same way that we put forward the condition that we 
assume full responsibility for the National Education 
Ministry when setting up a coalition partnership, we 
also put forward from the beginning the categorical 
condition that the Religious Affairs Directorate be under 
our responsibility. There is no question of changing our 
stand regarding this issue. 

{Correspondent} Ciller has remained prime minister for 
the past two months, even though her government 
resigned. We are going through very tense days with 
Greece. Are you considering involving the Assembly in 
this issue in view of the ambiguous situation in Turkey? 
What are your views on this issue? 


[Yilmaz] The Assembly is functioning. We will raise the 
issue of tensions with Greece, which materialized during 
the Ramadan holiday, when the Assembly convenes on 
26 February. | would like to state at once that we, 
as ANAP, will never allow Turkey to show signs of 
weakness in its relations with other countries under 
any government whatsoever, even if it is a government 
that has already resigned. The policies adopted by 
the government regarding such issues should also be 
policies supported by us. There will be no question of 
our disagreement impacting on our foreign relations. 
Any warnings we may have regarding this issue will be 
raised at the Assembly and submitted to the government. 
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authority to deal with you. Is the reason behind this 
change the reaction within the RP to a coalition with 


you? Did you observe such a thing during your tete-a- 


such a stage with the RP. | believe Mr. Erbakan 
exerted every effort possible regarding this issue. Before 
Erbakan met wi 


overcome the country’s problems and be lasting. I told 
him that the unequal distribution of ministries is not that 
important and that the main issue is for both parties to 
fully mobilize their forces and secure the conditions for 
a successful government. At the beginning, Mr. Erbakan 
displayed the same approach to this issue. I believe, 
however, that he felt the obligation to consider the views 
of his party in view of the opposition raised in his party 


ranks and that this prevented our reaching an agreement. 
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will assess the seriousness of these contacts al our party 
meeting. 

[Correspondent] [sentence indistinct] What are your 
views regarding the rumors that [ANAP Deputy] Kaya 
Erd eenteaed bie soslenation® 

[Yilmaz] I have not met with Mr. Erdem. I only 
conversed with him on the telephone. | invited three 
of my colleagues and conferred with them. To date, 
there is no question of a decision to resign. | said 
earlier that | am aware that the press is exerting special 
efforts to split ANAP. I take this opportunity to tell the 
public that there is full unity within ANAP regarding the 
work conducted to form a government. It is only natural 
that our colleagues have different individual approaches. 
This has been the case regarding all issues. ANAP is a 
party of the masses and not the leader's or a one-man 
party. The different views of our colleagues will not 
prevent them from abiding by party disciplin-. 
{Yilmaz} Will you ask the president to give you a chance 
to try the DYP once again before relinquishing your 
task? 


[Yilmaz] I did not say that I will relinquish the task. 
I only said that I will ask for an appointment with the 
president tomorrow. My future moves will be decided 
together with my colleagues during the meeting, which 
will take place shortly. 


{Correspondent} Did you meet with the Great Unity 
Party [BBP] deputies who joined the ANAP ranks? 


[Yilmaz] In recent days, I have on numerous occasions 
met with our friends from the BBP who joined our 
ranks. The statement I made regarding the ANAP 
deputies holds true for the BBP as well. Thank you. 


Turkey: Turkes Reportedly Says Army Dislikes 
Erbakan 


NC2302165696 Istanbul YENI GUNAYDIN 
in Turkish 20 Feb 96 p 8 


[Report by Muyesser Yildiz) 


(FBIS Translated Text] It is being asserted that MHP 
[Nationalist Action Party] leader Alparsian Turkes was 
instrumental in precipitating a showdown between Er- 
bakan and Yilmaz during the talks on an RP-ANAP 
[Welfare Party-Motherland Party] coalition, the forma- 
tion of which had almost looked certain last weekend. It 
is being claimed that Turkes told Erbakan: “The soldiers 
do not want you. Agree to ANAP forming a minority 
government.” 


YENI GUNAYDIN has reconstructed the two difficult 
nights of ANAP-RP talks. At talks on Thursday [15 Feb- 
ruary), Erbakan was warmly disposed towards Yilmaz's 
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Erbakan and his colleagues came to the following 
conclusion: “Three months will be spent with ANAP. 
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In that period the DYP [True Path Party] will break up 
and ANAP will gain strength. By the end of the third 
month they will no longer need us. [no quotation marks 
as published] 


The ANAP negotiators tried to explain that Turkes had 
not visited the RP at the ANAP’s request; rather Turkes 
had used Yilmaz to approach Erbakan. However, this 


explanation did not dispel the crisis of trust. 


It was following these intensive contacts that the fourth 
meeting took place on Sunday. The meeting produced 
no results, as the RP insisted on not supporting a minor- 


ity government and the ANAP stuck to its parliamentary 
group decision on this issue. 


Meeting at Aksu’s Home 


The argument between the parties’ interlocutors late 
that night resulted in a showdown, so it was decided 
that there was no need to meet on Monday. However, 
some officials, including former BBP (Grand Unity 
Party] leader Muhsin Yazicioglu, intervened, and it was 
decided to wait for one more day before resuming talks. 
Yilmaz and Erbakan wanted to hold a secret meeting 
at Abdulkadir Aksu's home on the same night. That 
meeting was soon widely known. Following the meeting 
with Erbakan, Yilmaz returned to his residence and tried 
to dissuade his party officials from forming a minority 
government. Yilmaz tried to find a middle way, saying 
that an agreement could be reached if the term was 
increased from 10 months to one year and a government 


protocol is prepared speedily. 
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